UPON 
Sir Janes DALnyMPpLe” 5 
With an ANSWER to the 
VINDICATION of the 2 
Part of Them. 
; WHERE 
The ancient Settlement of the S cos in Bri- 
train; Their early Converſion to Chriſtianity; 
The Government of their Church by Bſhops; 
and ſome of their Eccleſiaſtical. Rites and 
\ Cuſtoms, are Conſidered, and Cleared from 
the Miſtakes of ſeveral Learned AuTHoR RS. 4: 
LE | Superſunt mihi qua ſcribam, ſed parco ſeiens; | | 77 
Primum tibi eſſe ne videar moleſtior, 1 
Diftringit quem multarum rerum varietas: f 
Dein ſi quis eadem forte conari velit, ö 
Habere ut poſſit aliquid operis reſidui: 5 
Quamvis materia tanta abundet copia, on ' 
Tabori Faber ut deſit, non Fabro labor. 2 ö 
| Preps. Lib. iv. Fab. 25. | / 
[| 


—_——— 


d NR 0 E „ ae 0 
Printed. Sold by'G ee STEWAR Tas MX FOG Book ard, Lugel. i 


* 1 L A F . | 
; ; WET 2 F 
P iS þ 7 * * 4 * Pp 2 3 „ * 9 Hh , F "I * 
6 E Fa if * - x 4 * & - + " a aA £ 1 1 . 1 * 
RAC 3s LY oo I RE FN || 
. . . 8 
, A . * I g ; . RY, 2 * 
N - 9 _— "IF af + 1 , 
- C —— RN. . # : 
FS 
Y Y 1 * WA o 3 ** + bk * — *. di F >. F & 2 
e 8 4 8 7 0 * A 18 f 2 K & b p 
* ” 1 Hz - 7 7 s Y ' * 4 # - 1 
i 5 n Ne 1 . F K. * 73 * 
1148 N q * 1 . a 1 * * 
bY ' , f | , 


Age 1. Line 2. for Objections, read Obſervations. P. 21. L. ult. 


f. Nenwins's, r. Nennius s. P. 26. L. alt. f. Celerma, r. Celerina. 


P. 18. . 9. f. Baſilios, r. Baſilicas. P. 40. L. 8. f. Dot. r. Not. P. 
49. L. 8. f. Diorianus, r. Dimanus. Ibid. L. g. f. Lauſtianus, r. Lau- 


ſtranus. Ibid. L. 25. f. Eig fred, r. Ecg fred. P. 5 2. L. 6. f. Daranus, 
r. Saranus. P. 70. L. 7. f. Herin, r. Hern. Ibib. L. 18. f. Druma, r. 


Diuma. P. 88. L. 2. f. could. r. would. P. 135. L. 12. f. as when, 
r. when, P. 160. f. dominationibus, r. donationibus. | 
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Some Remarks upon Sir James 


Dalrymple”s H. ſorical Col. 
lections, &c. 


os F, Mr Ir ; Aa, Leg 


. 22 1 9 7 
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n EING reſolv'd to make "Dy 
ES Objections upon Sir F AMES 
DALRYMPLE's Hiſtorical 
=O Collections, and to give my Sen- 
A timents concerning the Vindi- 


cation of the Eccleſtaſtical Part 


of them, I hall endeavour to do Both with all 


Brevity and Candor. It is not material whe- 


ther the Vindicator be Sir James himſelf or 
another: The Stile and Manner of Writing 
reſemble very much that of the Collections: But 
there is another Reaſon that makes it ſeem 
probable, that Sir James has been at the 


Tr ouble to undertake his own Defence. As 
4 that 


2 
that learned Gentleman has given, in his Hi- 
ſtorical Collections, a goodly Specimen of no 
{mall Diligence and Concern to aſſert the Ho- 
nour, and defend the Rights of his Country; 
ſo his Calmneſs and Civility deſerve no mean 
Applauſes: He has written with much more 
Temper, and much liker to a Gentleman than 
moſt of the Scotiſh Presbyterians have done of 
late: He has not been liberal of giving Names 
to thoſe who differ from him: He has ſpoken 
honourably of the Church of England, and 
paid due Regards to many of her learn d De- 
fenders, nay to ſome of the High- Fhyers them- 
ſelves. Even My. Atwood has not from him 
that coarſe kues ee which his Merit 
would have gone Hr to juſtify. Juſt ſo the 
Viudicator, tho' he ſeems to have been ſome- 
What angry, and in ſome Expreſſions to have 
been injurious to his Adverſary; yet where 
| Zeal for himſelf, or his Friend, and his Part 
did not tranſport him, he has treated him with 
Ingenuity enough. I am very far miſtaken, if 
the Writer of Mr. Sage's Life (a) is not ſorry 
that Sir James has taken Offence at any Thing © 
he has advanced; for it was not his Intention to | 
give him the leaſt Ground of Diſſatisfattion, but 
merely to declare the Truth, as to the State of 
Religion, and of the Churches in theſe Places, 
as it appear'd to him. The Vindicator com- 
plains (4), that Sir James has been attack'd with 
much Eagerneſs and Humour. I do indeed 
„ con- 
(a) Vid. Hiſt. Collect. Pref. pag. 47. (b) Pref. laſt page. 


3 
confeſs, that his Adverſary has ſhew'd ſome 
Concern; and no Wonder, ſince he thinks 
the Diſpute is concerning a Thing of no ſmall 
Moment: But I do not at all ſee, that he has 
diſcovered any Thing of that which we com- 
monly call Humour, 2. e. ill Nature; I am ſure, 
if I have not miſtaken the Perſon, he would 
heartily beg Sir -Zames's Pardon, if he were 
conſcious to himſelf, that he had in the leaſt 
given him any juſt Occaſion of Offence, or 
tranſgreſſed the Laws of Civility. This Lam 
ſure of, Sir James has not only diſſented from 
many Authors, but treated ſeveral of them 
with more Severity, than his Opinions have 
been attack'd with by his Antagoniſt. Sir 
Zames's Buſineſs is wholly about ancient Mat- 


ters of Fact, which can only be prov'd by com- 


petent Authorities: Teſtimonies and Inter- 
pretations of them, Comments upon them, 
Conjectures occaſion'd by them, and Conſe- 
quences drawn from them, are all the Proofs 
he pretends to; and the Subject is not capable 
of more. Now any Body who conſiders his 
Bock attentively, may obſerve, that there are 

few, if any, of his Authors, whoſe Credit he 
| himſelf has not been at pains, on ſome Occaſi- 
on or another, to invalidate. I have the Paſ- 


| fages, beſide me, particularly marked ; but my 
Deſign will not allow me to trouble the Reader 


with all of them at preſent. It will be ſuffi- 
client to bring ſome Inſtances, by which it will 
appear that he has treated his Authors with 

| "I Eager- 


E 4 1 

Eagerneſs and Humour, nay with Rudeneſs and 
 Scurrility, if the Yindicator's Judgment muſt |: 
be the Rule of good Manners; elle Sir James 
muſt have a peculiar Privilege beyond the reſt 
of Mankind. Thus for Example (c), Simeon 
Dunelmenſis de 0b/efſione Dunelmi, places this 
Siege of Durham % Malcolm King of Scots, 
Anno 969--- where the numerous Army of the 
Scots was almoſt cut off --- This great Victory 
ts not recorded in Chron. Sax. nor will it agree 
with any of the Kings nam'd Malcolm ---- an 
yet the Author aſcribes it to Malcolm II. —— 
/o T reckon it to be a fictitious Miracle, aſcrib'd 
by later Churchmen to the Honour of their Pa- 
tron St. Cuthbert. And again in the ſame Page, 
Simeon Dunelmenſis hath another imaginar)y 
Siege of Durham Duncan King of Scots. (4) 
Lhuwyde tells a Story full o 72. — ſtenc ies. 

(e) Mr. -Atwood's Book bears the moſt falſe 
and arrogant Title, Of the Superiority and di- 

rect Dominion, Sc. and (/) this is all found- 
ed on a mere whim of our Author (a Term he 
uſfeth againſt Pes ſous of far greater Note than 
himſelf”) ſupporied 7 hrs on Imagimation a- 
gainſt Reaſon, and t Authority of att Ir riters 
concerning this Iſſaud. 

Burt that which is a little more . 
is Sir James's Impartiality: He has not ſo much 
as ſpar'd his own Countrymen the Scofiſh Hi- 
Hons: themſelves. Anarew Winton, tho” 
triendly 


© Page 103, 104. (d) Page 93. (e) Pref. page 6. (f) id. 
page 7. 
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friendly enough to his Country, a Prior of 
Lochlevin, once a Monaſtery of the C7ldees, 
(for which Sir James might have ſhew'd him 


{ome Kindneſs) (g) has many mconſiſtent Stories. 


Indeed Fordon, the great Fordon himfelf, the 


original d cotiſh Presbyteriau Hiltorian ; For don, 
to whom Mr. David Buchanan, the Pr efacer 


to the interpolated Edition of Xox's Hiſtory, 


and Blondel, and Selden, owe what they have 


deliver'd concerning the ancient Government 
of the Scotiſh Kirk ; even Fordon, I tay, as well 
as Winton, muſt bear Sir James's Feud, when 
he falls not in with his Hypotheſes. Thus 


when Fordon and Winton ſay, that Kellach was 


the /econd Biſhop of St. Andrew's, and that he 
was contemporary with King Gregory, a King 


ſo eminently devoted to the Church, that he 


could not want a Biſhop; Sir James has T'wo 
Things to object, (%) Firſt, The Deſcription 
they give of him agreeth better to a Saint or 
devote Churchman, than to a Biſnop; ſo ladd 
to complete the Antitheſis: For it ſeems Kel- 


lach could not be both a Saint or a devote 


Churchman, and a Biſhop too, in Sir James's 


Way of reckoning. But this is not all: For 


Secondly, (i) It he was a Biſhop, theſe Authors 
F and // mton) were inconſiſtent with 
themſelves. And (%) the greateſt Tnconſiſtency 


14, That Fordon and Winton call Kellach 4 


Biſhop contemporary with King Gregory; iu 


| which Tk they ought to have made hin the 


* Vit 


5 Page 107. (bh) Page 125, 126, ( os Pig, (0 Page 1 127. 
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firſt Biſbop— Jo that / rather believe that 
Kellach was not a Biſhop, but a Presbyter in 
the Time of Gregory. And the Inſcription on 
the New Teſtament at t. Andrew's is a better 
Evidence, than any Thing adduced, 1. e. than |: 
either Minton or Fordon's Authorities: Which |: 
Inſcription bears, that Fothad, who was the |* 
firſt Biſhop, lived Auno 960, when Indulphus 
was Ring, that is, after (long after, ſays Sir 
James) the Death of Gregory. It ſeems then | 
pretty plain that Fordon could write Inconfti- | 
ſtencies, and make Biſhops, when he had a mind 
for it. And why might he not make Presby- 
terian Governments too 1100, as well as Bi- 
ſhops 400 Years before his own Time? What- 
ever his Authority is, according to Sir James, 
it muſt be far below the Authority of the 
mentioned Inſcription. But pray from whom 
have we this Inſcription? Why, from thoſe |: 
very Gentlemen Fordon and Winton. Now I 
will not ſtay to ask, if it was not as ealy for | 
FHordon who liv'd before Minton, to feign an 
Inſcription, as to forge Biſhops and Kirk Go- 
vernments? All J obſerve is this, that if For- 
aon found ſuch an Inſcription on Fothad's New 
Teſtament, and yet was not able to adjuſt his 
own Poſitions to it, but contradicted it, it 
would ſeem that he has not much regard- 
ed the Authority of the Inſcription. But what 
is this Inſcription? Why Fordon has it one 
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thus, as Sir Zames gives it (J. 


Hauc Evangelii thecam conſtruxit avites, 


Fothad qui primus Scotus Epiſcopus eſt. 
Winton has it thus (m). 


Hanc Evangelii thecam conſtruxit aviti, 


Fodach qui primus Scotiæ Epiſcopus erat. 


HERE we ſee Three Differences. Fordon 
has avzizes, Winton aviti, a Difference of ſome 


Conſequence, as ſmall as it appears. Avzres 
is certainly wrong, and therefore Sir James on 
his Margin puts avitus, which, if the right 


reading, imports that the Inſcription was writ- 


ten long after Fothad's Time, avitus Fothad, 


But then how comes in the %: He lived long 
ago, and yet he is at that very Time the firſt 


Biſhop! This is a little aukward. The ſecond 
Difference is in the Name. Fordon calls him 


Fothad, Winton Fodach. Tannes and Iambres 


differ not much more. The third Difference 


is no leſs material, where Fordon has eſt, I in- 
ton has erat: Indeed the more nicely one com- 
pares the two Copies, the more clearly he will 


find that Winton's has the Advantage. Fordon's 


auitus and eft do not ſo well accord ; > Il inton's 
aviti, conſtrued with Evangelii, and his erat 


agree much better. But then there are other 


"O His Gol. page 126; d) Yds IO 
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two Things obſervable about both, the one is, 


that neiher of them makes Fothad or Fodauch 
the Writer of the Inſeription. Neither of 
them can well allow him to have been the Wri- 
ter of it. He only made the ſilver Caſe. The 


Inſcription for any Thing any Man alive knows, 
might have been put on near 400 Years after 


 Fothad died, and yet have been very well cited 
by Fordon. The other Thing is, that neither 
of them ſeem to have been very nice at ma- 
king Verſe; for the ſecond Line can be re- 


duc'd to no Kind, as either Minton or Fordon 
have it. N 


Bur tho' they had agreed better, and had 


made good Numbers too, yet we had not 


wanted ſome Difficulties: For Sir James (u) 


gives us another Copy different from both the 


former, thus: 


Hanc Evangelii thecam conſtruxit aviti, 


Fothet qui Scotis ſummus Hpi ſcopus eſt. 


Here we have a third Name; for Fothet is 
neither Fothad nor Fothauch, and then where 
both Fordon and Winton have primus, that 
Copy has /ammus: And the Enxcerpta Regiſtrs 


prioratus F. Andreæ, from which Sir James 
_ tranſcribes it, offers at a Reaſon why it ſhould 


be /ammns. And which is more, that Regiſter 


was begun long before the Days either of For- 
don or Winton. Sir James (o) will have ſome 
e Part 


— 


» ** 
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39 


part of it to have been written in the Days of 
David 1. and it is to be preſum'd, that being 
a Regiſter, Things were recorded in it accor- 
4 to the Order of Time, and by Confſe- 
quence, this Inſcription, written on Fothad's 

New Teſtament, was written long before King 
David's Days; and therefore the Copy in the 
Regiſter is moſt to be regarded. Yet Sir Fames 


thinks otherwiſe, for he has been at Pains to 


reject it: And no Wonder, it was by all means 
to be rejected. Summus Epiſcopus! a Mon- 
ſter! it has too much of a Roman Sound, and 


' has too much of a Primate in its Signification, 


and imports that in Fothad's Time there were 
other Scotz/þ Biſhops beſides himſelf, and this 
would have ſpoiled a great part of Sir Fames's 
Book, the Deſign whereof is to make Biſhops 
of a very late Sanding in the ancient King- 
dom. 

INS DEE D this Regiſter of the Priory of St. 
Andrews has oftner than once diſoblig'd Sir 


James ( ). It makes Regulus to have been a 
Liſhop: 8 a Biſhop he muſt not have been; 


for bo is call'd by Fordon, Beatus or Abbas, 
but ot a Biſhop by him or Winton. And it 


tells ridiculous Stories about the Dreams of 
Biſhop Regulus, and Hungus King of the PHH, 
and St. Regulus building hapels | in every Place 
where he landed between Patras and St. An- 
drew's, whither he brought that Saint's Re- 
liques. Sir ones ys expreſly of it (, that 
5 3 7 


0 Tide Page 120, 121, 122. (q) Page 113. 
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it is not to be credited ( * Accounts of Re- b 
ligion, of Churches and Poſſeſſions granted by ; N 
a 7 nods to St. Rule, ) which they narrate to ju- At 
ftify the Innovations then brought into the Chur- t 
ches. And yet in that very Page, nay in the 
Words immediately following, and even in the 
Accounts it gives of Religion, it is to be cre- ‚ 
dited. However ( ſays Sir James) by this 
Reprehenſion we are furniſh'd with a Part of 
the true Hiſtory of the Culdees, not to be found © |, 

elfewhere, & o. 5 9 


ANp what tho' For don worſted the Regiſter 
in the Matter of the Inſeription upon Fothad's | 
New Teſtament, and in that of Regulus being 
a Biſhop; yet it ſhall worſt him again: For Sir 
FZames (r) taking to task Reliquiæ divi Andrew, | 
written by the late ingenious and learned Mr. 
George Martin of Clermont, expreſſeth him- + 
{elf thus: I obſerve that he (the Author) hath 
not been very exact in the Chronology, and ta- 
keth up too much Time in relating fabulous Sto- 
ries; and particularly of the Tranſlation of the 
Reliques of St. Andrew by Ft. Rule t0 Kilri- 
mont; whzich following Fordon and Boeis, he | 
placeth before the Time of Fergus II. whereas | 
it hath been made appear from the Exerpts of 
the Regiſter, that it was in the Time of Hun- 
. „ 7 
I could proceed, and ſhew how cavalierly 
Sir James has treated others of our Hiſto- 
rians : But, I think, it may appear by what has 
5 EF 5 been 
8 (r) Page 131. | = ; 
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E 
been already ſaid, that he hath uſed them 


with more Severity, than what this Vindica- 


tor complains he hath met with from the Wri- 
ter of Mr. Sage's Life. Fictitious Miracles, 
1! imaginary Sieges, Stories full of Tnconſiſtencies, 


| moſt falſe and arrogant Titles of Books, Aſſer- 


tions founded on mere Whims, ſupported by the 


4 


Author's own Imagination, againſt Reaſon and 


the Authority of all Writers, Authors inconſe- 
* fent with themſelves, &c. will amount to 


more than has been ſaid concerning Two of Sir 
Zames's darling Paradoxes ; and, I am ſure, that 
all that due Reſpect was payed to himſelf, which 
he juſtly deſerves from his Countrymen and 
the learned World. The old Saying of Pu- 
blius Syrus, Ab alio expettes, quod alteri fece- 
725, is moſt certain, and confirmed by daily 
Experience: And, tho' our moſt holy Religi- 
on allows no Retaliation of Injuries; yet it is 
not at all reaſonable, that one ſhould complain 
of being treated ill by others, when they but 


follow his own Example. For my Part, I do 
not think, but Sir James, or any other, may upon 


ſome Occaſions, uſe thoſe Words, without 
tranſgreſſing the Rules of Decency ; becauſe 


the Subject and Circumſtances may render 


them ſometimes neceſſary : And, if the Wri- 
ter of the Life has proved clearly, that Sir 
James's Opinions are groundleſs, and ſuppor- 


ted by no Shadow of Reaſon or Authority, 


1 do not ſee where the Fault lies. And, I 
think, ſuppoſe he had tranſgreſſed, Sir James 
e en may 


12 
may content himſelf with having paid him 
home in his own Coin, and that with Intereſt : 
Beſides, that the Yindicator has returned to 
him his own Words, (/) he adds, 7% his 
Name be unknown, he plainly diſcovers him- 
ſelf” to be a High-Flyer, and for propogating 
and extending the Epiſcopal Order beyond its 


due Bounds : and, if he be a Scotſman, for 4. ll | 
verturuing maliciouſly the Government of his \ 


Mother Church. I can aſſure Sir James, that 
his Antagoniſt (if he be the ſame Perſon that 

take him to be) is ſo far from owning the 
 Presbyterian Kirk to be his Mother Church, 
that he never in all his Life, communicated 


with her in any Act of Divine Worſhip: And, | 


if I be not much miſtaken about him, he is 


not fo vain as to think he is able to overturn 
any Government; and he is fully convinced, 
that the leaſt Degree of Malice would {poil 


and diſhonour the moſt virtuous Action or 
commendable Undertaking. He will be ſo 
far from being angry with the Vindicator for 
giving him the odious Name of Hizh-Flyer, 


tho' it raiſes in the Minds of ſome People the 
moſt invidious and frightful Idea's, that on 
the contrary, I will preſume in his Name, to 


return his moſt humble and hearty Thanks: 
For he will always reckon it an Honour, to be 


thought an Admirer of thoſe excellent, pious, 


and learned Men, who nave boldly aſſerted and 
ſtrenuouſly defended the Rzghts of the Chri— 


| 2 ) Vindic. of the Collec. P. 24, 28. 


ſtian 


, * * l C 

B U. ps 92 bh a % 27 T1 ens $5 aL; . oz 

2 ke 3 * * 5 n 7 WY; 4 8 xo = oe” > N ou» EW 7% > 41 % 

N 5 . 7 1 eg? * - N EC Y 5 NN $ — a 7 8 8 . * . 9 K Cad SS. 4 
. - „ a 2 2 R T xa BA 8 bs 24. ad a N + HS"? F * F * _ 3 2 N een e ee on N : 
ad 2 R Yo 85 W ep GCC 1 1 2 3 TI S p Ne 1 A 7 4 4 
* n S 8 . po "OY Ra Xa 4 $4420 : 4 a 
Tr * . - : 


bi 1 
ſtian Church and Clergy, againſt their Adver- 
ſaries, both of Low-Church and No-Church. 
: Her will allo heartily pardon the Injury done 
to him by the Fiudicator, when he ſays, (f) 
It is proper in the next Place to add ſomething 
in defence of what Sir James has advanc'd con- 
ceruing Elizabeth Muir's Marriage, and the 
Legitmacy of Robert the III. for which Sir 
James has been very rudely and ſurpriſingly at- 
| tack d by the Writer of Mr. Sage's Life. What 
| Reaſon there is for this heavy Charge will beit 
7 appear from what is ſaid, on that Subject, in 
Mr. Sage's Life. And it is this: () The Vi- 
gour of his Mind was as ſtrong and tively as 
| ever; as may be. ſeen from an Introduttion to 
Drummond of Hawthornden's Hiſtory of the 
fue King James's, written by him and publiſh- 
Þ| 2d in the Tear 1711: Which is a Piece of ex- 
celleut Criticiſm, herein the ſcattered Argu- 
. ments for the Legitimacy of Robert the III. are 
brought together, the Miſtakes of no mean Au- 
 thors are modeſtly and juſtly cenſured, and the 
| whole Matter rendred more clear and diſtinct, 
* than ever had been done before, to the great 
| Satisfattion of all honeſt and loyal Men. There 
is not one Word more, in all the Life, upon 
that Subject: And if there be any Rudeneſs 
here, I ſhall leave it to be determined by the 
PVindicator himſelf, ſed non iracundo. 1 
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(t) Vindication, Pag. 48. (u) Life of Mr. Sage, Pag. 33. 


Hx is again (x) 1 to expreſs himſelf |; 


after this Manner, It is not my Intention here 
to enter into the Detail of theſe Reflections, 
which our Biographer with great Rudeneſs and 
Scurrility, makes upon the Writmgs of ſeveral | 
worthy and reverend Divines now deceaſed. 
The Writer of the Life was obliged by his 
Subject and Deſign to give an Account of Mr. 
Sage's Writtings, and to mention the Perfor- 
mances of his Adverſaries, that gave Occaſion |: 
to ſome of them. And ſince he reſolved at |! 
the ſame Time to defend and preſerve the 
Memory of his excellent Friend, and alſo |: 
charitably to warn the Ignorant from being im- 
poſed upon by the Pamphlets of his Antagoniſts, |; 
he could not omit to make ſome ſhort but juſt |: 
Reflections upon them. Two of thoſe Authors | 
were ſuch, that it would be impoſſible for the |: 
| beſt natur'd Man alive to find out Words, by 
which he could impartially repreſent their | 
_ Faults, without ſome Appearance of Severity.“ 
The one upon all Occaſions, in the Pulpit Þ* 
railed furiouſly at the diſtreſſed Church and 
its ſincere Members; and did what he could 
to incenſe thoſe in Power, and the Populace 
againſt them; and he would needs, forſooth, 


print one of his good natur'd Preachings; upon 


which Mr. Sage was at the Pains to write ſome |. 
Remarks. Mr. R----le, beſides his other civil, 
charitable and accurate Performances, wrote a |: 
Pamphlet to excuſe and extenuate the moſt a- 
: trocious | 
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trocious and barbarous Rabbling of the Mini- 
ters in the Weſt, when the contrary was 
known to the whole Nation, and ſadly felt by 


too too many Families. This he did after the 
learned Mr. Alexander Pitcairn and ſome o- 
thers had declined fo ſhameful, diſingenous 


and unchriſtian a Task; and truly in my Opi- 


nion, if we conſider the Characters of the Per- 


ſons, and all other Circumſtances, the defen- 
ding and excuſing of thoſe Cruelties and Bar- 


barities are more aggravated, than the very 
Commiſſion of them. It was no Wonder 
therefore tho' they were treated with more 
than ordinary Severity. But the Vindicator is 
in the Wrong, when he calls it Rudeneſs and 
Scurrility. The Author of the Life gives 


them no Names, nor uſes Billingſgate, which 


Mr. R----/e was too much guilty of. Nothing 
is ſaid of Mr. Meldrum, but that he ſeemed al- 


1 8 a Stranger to true Church Principles. 


Mr. Forreſter is call'd the Goliah of the Party. 
And theſe are all the Presbyterian Rabbies, 


that are mention'd in that Eſſay upon the Life 
of the ever famous Mr. Sage. ns 


CHAP; 
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CHAP. II. 


IR James Dalrymple has diſcovered 
nin his Collections a very valuable Mo- 
dgeſty, a Modeſty far from that Pe- 
remptorineſs of Dogmatiſing ſo much 


in Faſhion with thoſe of his Party. I ſhall 
not trouble my {ſelf to enquire. whether his 
indicator has follow'd fo good an Example 
or not. Tho' Sir Fames has plainly enough 
told his own Sentiments, yet he has obliging- 
ly proteſted againſt impoſing them on others: 


And (a) wherem he 1s miſtaken in his Perfor- 


mance, he profeſſes, he ſhall be willing to make 


all due Acknowledgments upon ſufficient Proof 
and ſhall be ſo far from blaming any, wh» ſhall 


with Candour and Civility offer the ſame, that 
be ſhall be ready to render them his humble and 
| hearty Thanks. Whoſo, therefore, after fo 
much Condeſcenſion, ſhould treat Sir James 
with any Degrees of Rudeneſs, ſhould, in my 
Opinion, be none of the moſt mannerly. But 


then, 


Fr may, I hope, conſiſt with good Manners 
to tell Sir James, that many, not only of his 
ingenious Countrymen, but even Strangers, to 
my certain Knowledge, wiſh earneſtly he would 
be pleas'd to reviſe his Book, and give a new 
Edition of it: For in their Opinion, divers 
Ihings in it want to be corrected. JD 


0 1 NEXT 
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(a) Pref. Collect. Pag. 83, 
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N xx to Truth and Impartiality, I know 
no greater Ornament of any Book than clear 


and diſtinct Method. Truths themſelves loſe 


of their Luſtre; nay are many Times obſcu- 
red by being thrown down careleſſy, and in 


Confuſion. To be ſure it were very eaſy for 
dir James to put what he has ſaid in better 
Order. know I am far from being ſingular 
in this Remark: I think, Sir James himſelf 
ſeems oftner than once to have been ſenſible 
of it. This is no great Matter; therefore to 


have named it, is enough. 


NEITHER ſhall J inſiſt on ſomething that | 


| looks ſomewhat like to Negligence, I mean his 


Inadvertancy in wording divers Things. The 
7 Wits and Critics of this Age are nice, and apt 


to teaze every Thing that ſeems to look like 


T Blunder. This I confeſs can be of no great 
Weight with thinking People: But then ſure, 


it 1s Poſt to avoid ſuch Inconveniencies, if we 


can. I will only hint at a few Inſtances. 
Sir James talking of Mr. Atwood's Rude- 


neſs to divers of his own learned and worthy 


Countrymen, goes on in theſe Words: (5) He 10 


in a ſpecial manner unjuſt to the right reverend 
before- mentioned Prelate, (Doctor Nicolſon Bi- 
1 hop of Carliſle) and Mr. Tyrrel, who had dif- 
covered in their Writings great Inclination to 


be equal and fair to both Nations, and with 
whom ] have found myſelf obliged to differ in 
ſome Matters, wherein I concerve they ſeem to 

1 . Pave 
| 00 Pref, Colle. 7 41, A. k . 


„ 


ee of the Monarchs and Rights of 


E11 | 
have favour 'd their own Country, How do ; 
the Parts of this Sentence hang together? If 
Sir James conceiv'd that they ſeem d partial 
in diſpenſing their Favours to their own Coun-- 
try, how could he ſay, that they had diſco- 
vered in their Writings great Inclination to be 
equal and fair to both Nations? How could 
their Inclination to be equal and fair to Both, 
be great; if at the ſame Time they were par- 
tial, and beſtowed undue Favours on one? If 
their Favour to their Country was impartial} : 
and innocent, what could oblige Sr James to 1 
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differ from them ? 


AAN, Sir James diſcourſing of the Sco-l g 
tiſh Reformation from Popery, and the Laws 
made for ſecuring it, and the Coronation Oath! 
Anno 1567. he has theſe Words, (c) 7. beſi 


were enatted for reviving the ancient funda-|. 
mental Qualifications of the Monarchs, and the 1 


Rights of this Kingdom, whereby the profeſſing}' 
and maintaining of the true reformed Religion, 

uud the lowable Laws concerning it, became a Y 
Part of the Coronation Oath, &c. I am not 
now to enquire into the Antiquity of Coro- 


nation Oaths, tho' I doubt very much, if they 
were in Uſe in the Days of King Fergus | | 


All I ask is this, If thoſe Statutes contriv'd |: 


for ſecuring the true reformed Religion, and} 


the Coronation Oath framed Anno 1567, were 
deſign'd to revive the ancient fundamental] 


the | 


(ce) Pref. page $3: 


(a) Page 164. _ 
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the Kingdom, mult it not of Neceſſity follow, 


that the Scots were Chriſtians, and profeſs'd 


the reform'd Religion too, before the ancient 
and fundamental Qualifications of their Mo- 


narchs were determined? And if ſo, what 1s 
become of all thoſe Scotiſh Kings, who reign'd 
ſo many Years before our Saviour's Incarna- 
tion? Who can be ſo ridiculous as to ſay, that 
thoſe early Monarchs were bound by ſolemn 
Coronation Oaths, to profeſs and maintain the 
true reformed Chriſtian Religion, and the low- 

able Laws concerning it, 330 Years before 
Chriſtianity had any Being, and more than 500 

Years before our Monarchs embraced it? 
Thirdly, Sir James has a ſurpriſing Gueſs 


Fort ſet upon the March or Boundary of the 
World. "This is ſaid with a Perhaps : But any 
Perhaps whatſoever 1s never a Whit the worſe 


for being attended with ſome Shew of Proba- 
2 bility. Doth Marchmonz ſo much as found | 


Roman like: Marchmund had come ſome near- 
er to a Boundary of the World; but Marchia 
is not good Latin for a March or Limit; and 
tho' it had been, yet the Analogy would have 
required it to be rather Mundimarchia: But 
call it Marchmund, and ſay it is Reman too, 


yet ſomething aukward {till remains. If the 


Romans gave it that Name, deeming it the 
R;ͤö;⅛ᷣÜ̃ --. -  Bown- 


nn 


Concerning Marchmont. (d) The Caſtle of Rox- 
7 burgh zs called Marchmont by Fordon, 4 Name 
perhaps given it by the Romans, efteeming it 4 


= C 
Boundary of the habitable World, it behoved 
them to have given it before Virgil's Time, 
7. e. long before the Romans had penetrated 


within 200 Miles of Roxburgh: For even in 


his Time, it was known, it ſeems, that Thule 


was fitter to be called Marchmund, than any 
Place on this ſide the North. If he meant only |: 
the Roman World, Roxburgh has had its Roman 
Name of Marchmund earlier than I thought: 
To be ſure, before either $Severns's Wall or 


Buchanan's Templum terminz were built, before 
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Lollius Urbicus came to this Part of Britain, 
nay even before Julius Agricola's Expeditions, |. 
as we have them related by Tacitus. For then 
the Roman World, fo denominated from their 
Conqueſts, was extended a good many Miles 
North of Roxbargh. But if, after all, Sir James 


will needs perſiſt in his Opinion, that it had 


the Romans, let him enjoy it. 


Fourthly, Sir James inclining to do Ho- 
nour, as it ſeems, to the Memory of David I. 
King of Scozs, writes thus: (e) M. Paris gives 
him this Teſtimony, vit. Magne ſanctitatis & 
mirificæ largitatis, which is an Inſiuuation Ey 


ſuch a Name, and for ſuch a Reaſon, and from 


this Author, that his Liberality was to the Ex- 


juſtly interpreted mzrifice largitatis. That 


8 (e) Page 175. 


ceſs: However his Bounty to the Church made 
Him deſervedly called by his Succeſſor K. James |} 
VI. 4 ſore Sant to the Crown. I leave it to | 
the Critics to judge, whether Sir James has | 


which 


1 
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which I take notice of is, that Sir James fairly 
ſeems to have been very willing to believe, 
that King David's Liberality was to the Ex- 
ceſs: And if ſo, he has had ſtrange Notions. 


Can exceſſive Bounty, 2. e. Prodigality, which 


W 


1 Ft OQ wW .iqaHE 


my Maſters always called a Vice, deſervedly 
2} entitle one to the Name of a Saint? But then, 
2 ſuch a Saint, as could alſo deſervedly be called 
3 by one deſcended of his own Loins, a fore, 
that is, as I take it, an injurious, Saint to the 
* Crown. Admirable Saintſhip = 


 OxNcex more Sir James diſcourſing of the 


Noble Family of the Serons, writes thus: (F) 
The third Earl was George ------ his eldeſt 
Son being abroad is not returned. It ſeems Sir 
Fames was afraid his Reader might think, the 
Lord Seton could be both abroad and at home 
at the fame Time! 5 


I have not taken Notice of theſe Eſcapes, as 


if I thought that Sir James meant Ill by any 

of them: And they are all in Matters of no 
great Moment: Yet I thought fit to mark 
them, to let him ſee, that if it was but for 
purging his Book of theſe and other ſuch In- 


7 advertancies, it is not improper to adviſe him 


to reviſe it, and give it the other Lick. 


His Friends alſo want a few Arguments to 


convince them of ſome new Diſcoveries, Sir 
James has made in Geography: As that (g) 


Strathern was in Galwegia, or the fame with 
Glaas's and Nenwins's Scythica vallis: Gildas 
2 e IE | 
(k) Page 427. (8) Page En „„ ior. 


/ 


: oh 
ſays expreſly, the Scots and Picts failed over 
the Scythica vallis in Boats or Corroghs: 
Emergunt certatim de Curucis quibus funt trans 
Scythicam vallem evecti: Where then were 
Sir James's Thoughts, when he ſaid, What 
that (the Scythica wallis) ig I do not know, but |: 
Her hape it is the Low Country of Strathern. 1 
believe the Nobility and Gentry of that plea- : 
| fant Country would rather keep it as it is, than 
"have it turned mto d 
Ir will not be eaſy for Sir James to per- 
ſuade us that the Town of Gidi was ſituate 
in Inchkerth or Inchcolm: It is true, Bede (H) 
ſays, Orientalis ( ſinus maris) habet in medio 
ſui urbem Guidi; yet every Body but Sir James 
took the Meaning to be, that it was built on 
the ſide of the Firth near to the Middle, where 
Buchanan has placed it. Inchcolm has not 
Room for a Town; and tho' Inchkezth be 
ſomewhat bigger, yet none in their right Wits | 
could deſign to build a Town there, for Rea- 
ſons obvious to the meaneſt Capacity. _ 
| want alſo very much to know in what 
Part of the World was the Country or 'Town 
f Hurelia, where Ambroſius Aurelianus was 
0711, whom Sir James calls always Ambroſe = 
che Aurclian, Pag. 27, 30, 50, Sc. I have in- 
docd read of Colonia Aurelia and Col. Auroli- 


#94, and Urbs Aurelianemſis, and Aurelianorum 


ee 


C, and Aureliauæ Apule. But I am a- 
rah acne of theſe will ſatisfy my Doubt. 
_ Sn 
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SIR James Friends have obſerved a great 


"PS 


many Miſtakes he has fallen into, concerning 
Matters of Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity : But be- 
{ cauſe | will have Occaſion to conſider abun- 
dance of them, as I proceed in my Anſwer to 
the Vindicator, I ſhall only inſtance here in 
two Things. U 
Imo, From what Author did Sir James learn 
(i) That there were but very few Biſhops at the 
Council of Sardica. Sulpicius Severus (k) tells 
- [7 us, That Conſtantine (he ought to have {aid 
1 Conftantins, at the Deſire of his Brother Con- 
fang) commands the Biſhops to meet together 
0 from all the World to Sardica. Socrates (1) tells 
us, That an OEcumemical or general Council 
n was call'd by the Authority of the two Empe- 
e rours to meet at Sardica, and that there came 
t to that Town, about zoo weſtern and 76 ea- 
e |} ſtern Biſhops. Sozomen (m) agrees in the {ame 
Ss |} Number. In the Abſtract of the Life of Paul 
- F! Biſhop of Conſtantmople (u), and in the Ab- 
ſtract of the Life of Athanaſius (o) we have 
t the ſame Account, and in the fame Words. 
1 |] Socrates, and after him many other Writers 
s cite Athanaſias himſelf, who was preſent at 
@ this Council, and reſtor'd by it to his Biſhop- _ 
- [7 rick, as affirming more than 300 Biſhops to 
hape met at Sardica. But they ſeem to have 
(i) Pag. 82. (E) Sac. Hiſt. Lib. 2. Pag. 419. Edit. Hack. res ad 
Conſtantinum refertur. Jubet ex toto orbe apud Sardiam Epiſcopos | 
? Congregari (I) Lib. 2. Cap. 20. (m) Lib. 3. Cap. 12. (n) Apud 1 
— Tring 11 Pag. 115. Grace Auguſia vindelicorum, 1501. (0) Jid. 
Hag. 785: „ 2 
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been miſtaken. All that S. Athanaſius ſays, 
Apol. 24a. Tom. 1. Pag. 767, 768. Edit. Pariſ. 
is that 344 Biſhops ſubſcribed to his being re- 


ſtor'd, ſome of them before, and others after 
the Synod, among whom were allo Britiſ 
Biſhops. I will indeed frankly confeſs, that | 
Athanaſius (ad Solitar. vit. Agentes. Pag. 818.) 
ſays expreſly, If the Numbers be not vitiated, 
that there met together from the Faſt and the 
Weſt at Sardica, about 170 Biſhops. But FF 
granting that we were ſure that po is the true 

reading, and ſuppoſe we ſhould ſubſtract the 
76 eaſtern Biſhops who refuſed to fit with the 
reſt; yet {till we have near an hundred Biſhops |* 
at the Synod, which one would think no ſmall }* 


Number. „ 
SR Fames's other Miſtake in Eccleſiaſtical |? 
Hiſtory, which I am to take Notice of, is that 
he would have us to believe, That the Dedi- 
cation of Churches to the bleſſed Virgin, and |: 
the Saints, was only practiſed by the Roma- |. 
7iſts, that the ancient Scots dedicated only to 
the holy Trinity, and that this Cuſtom was! 
obſerved by the Culdees, till by the gradual | 
Introduction of foreign Romiſb Doctors, the 
Religion and Face of the Church came to be 
changed to the Romiſhʒ Model. I am very ſure, 
if Sir James will be at the Pains to conſult, | 


but very ſuperficially, the Writings of the an- 


cient Fathers and Eccleſiaſtic Hiſtorians, he 


will find, that no ſooner did Conſtantine en- 
courage and embrace the Chriſtian Religion, 
—— but 
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3 1 oy 
but ſtately Churches were dedicated all the 
Chriſtian World over, to Saints and Martyrs. 
And what Superſtition or Idolatry can there be 
in conſecrating a Church to the Service and 
Worſhip of God alone, and calling it by the 
Name of a Saint, both to preſerve the Me- 
mory of that Saint, and to diſtinguiſh it from 
other Churches? Thoſe who call this, and 
the other ancient Cuſtoms and religious Rites, 
by the Name of Popery, are not aware what 
Advantage they thereby give to the Romzſh 
Church; nor how much harm they often do to 
the weaker Sort of Enquirers, who finding ſome 


Things practiſed by the primitive Chriſtians, 
which they had been taught by their Guids, to 
be popiſh and ſuperſtitious ; they are thereby 
7 tempted to think, that the real Errors and 
Corruptions of the Romiſhꝭ Church are ſuppor- 
ted by no leſs ancient Authority. And yet J 
am confident there is not one of the Popiſh 
Iunovatious that can pretend to be ſo old, as 
the Cuſtom of calling Churches by the Names 


s of Saints and Martyrs. And that Sir James 


15 


+ 


* (p) Lib, x. Cap, 12. Lib, 6. Cap. 10, 13. TT 


may be convinced of this, I ſhall give a parti- 
cular Liſt of a great many Churches in the 

L moſt remarkable Places of the World. It will 

be needleſs to mention thoſe at Rome; and 
therefore I ſhall begin with Conffantmople, _ 
| Whurnrx we find a Church called the Church 
the Apoſtles, as we learn from () Socrates 


— 


and 


Dionyſius (5), the Church of Theona (c), and 3 


Thomas (e). At Antioch, the Church of St, 


Lib. 2. Cap. 2. (a) Sozom. Lib. 9. Cap. 2. (b) Socrat. Lib. 22 


22, Sorom. Lib. 4. Cab. 8. (d) Evag. Lib. 3. Cab. 12. (0 L 
Sozom. Lib. 6. Cap. 18. (/) Evag. Tib. 1. Cap. 16. (g) Euſeb. | 


CT: 


and (2) SoSomen: And both (r) En/ebins and | 


Y 9ozomen inform us, that Conſtantine was | 
buried in that Church of the twelve Apoſtles. | 
In the fame City was alſo the Church of Sr. 


Paul (2), The Church of St. Mary (u), the Church 


of Stephen the Protomartyr (x) the Church | 


4 


of St. John Baptiſt was ſeven Miles diſtant 
from the City (), the Church of Michael the 


Archangel at ſome diſtance (S), the Church of, 
Thyrſus the Martyr, a little from the City, (a). 
Ar Alexandria, we read of the Church of 


the Church of dt. John Baptiſt (d). 2 
Ax Edelſa, there was the Church of St. 


© 2% 
"8 


Ignatius the Martyr (f). At Jeruſalem the 1 
Church of the Martyrs (g), and the Church f 


K. Stephen the Protomartyr (H). 


Ax Seleucia the Church of Ft. Thecla the 


Martyr (i). At Chalcedon, the Church of St. 


Euphemia the Martyr, where the general 4 
Council of Chalcedon ſat ((). 

Ax Carthage, Victor Uticenſis mentions the 
Churches of Perpetua and Fælicitas, of Celer- 
„ | | | Was 7 


„) Tib. 8. Cap. 10. & 14. (r) de vit. Conſtant, Lib. 4. Cap. 70 
(O Lib. 3. Cap. 31. (t) Socrat. Lib. 2. Cap. 9. (u) Socrat. Lib, 
5. Cap. 9. (u) Sozom. Lib. 7. Cap. 5. (x) Sozom. Lib. 8. Cap. 
24. (y) Socrat. Lib. 6. Cap. 6. Sozom. Lib. J. Cap. 24. (2) Sozom. N 


Cap. 8. Sozom. Lib. 2. Cap. 5. (c) Theodoret. Lib. 4. Cap. 


de vita Conſtant. Lib. 4. Cap. 40. (h) Evag. Lib. 2. Cap. 22. 
() Evag. Lib. 3. Cap. 8. (k) Evag, Lib. 2. Cap. 2, 3. 


a» » L659 * N * * - 6 23 
* CIO I es 
bags ; = 3 
n Tat” — 


; . N 
nd na, of Scillitauus, and of Fauſtus (I). 
Sulpicius Severus relates, That Conſtantius, 
yhen his Army was engag'd with the Uſur- 
per Magnenſius at Morſa (or rather Mur/a,) 
5 ſtayed in the Church of the Martyrs without 
the Town, with Valens the Biſhop of that 
Place (mn). If I had Leiſure and Opportuni- 
ty to turn over the Works of Athanaſius, Cyril 
of Jeruſalem, Baſil, Naztanzen, Chryſoſtom, & c. 
I could furniſh Sir James with a much larger 
Catalogue: But that which I have given, may 
id ſatisfy him abundantly. %%% 
Bor, what if I ſhall give ſufficient Evi- 
ff. dence, that the ancient Scots and their Diſ- 
Jr, ciples, and even the later Culdecs, did dedi- 
he cate Churches to the Saints? We are aſſured 
of from Bede, that thoſe of the Scotiſʒh Commu- 
nion conlecrated Monaſteries and Churches; 
be this is plain from the Practice and Words of 
. > Biſhop Cedd (n). And, What Wonder then 
al can it be, if they followed the Cuſtom not 
only of their Neighbours, but of the whole 
7 Chriſtian World, in calling Churches by the 
Names of the Saints? We read in Bede (o of 
the Church of all the Apoſtles, where Edel. 
burga was buried (); of the Church of St. 
v 7 Mary, where Cedd was buried; of the Church 
(1) Eiſt. Vandal. Perſecut. Paris 1569, Bvo. Lib. 1 Fol. 2, 3, 5, 
15,21,43. (m) Lib: 2. Cap: 5 3. Hiſt. Sacr. (n) Bed: Hift. Eccle%: 
Lib: 3: Cap: 23. Dicebat enim hanc elle conſuetudinem eorum a quibus 
normam Diſcipline dedicerat ut accepta nuper loca ad faciendum mona- 
= ſperium vel eccleſiam, prius orationibus ac jejuniis conſecrent. (o) Lib. 


3. Cap. 8. (p) Lib. 3. Cap. 23. 
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of St. Peter, where King Of, his Queen 
Eaufled, and their Daughter E/feda, were 
buried: Nay, we are told of an ancient 


Church dedicated to St. Martin, when the 


Romans were yet in Britain (9), and by Con- 
ſequence long before the coming of Auſtin. 
Bede allo ells us, That the Britons, after the 


Diocleſian Perſecution was ended, founded 


and built Churches to the Martyrs, Baſilios 
martyrum fundant, conſtruunt, perficinnt. Lib, 
| Xs Does not Sir James ſay (r), That 
Ninian zs rather to be eſteemed a Biſhop after 
th. Model of the Piets and Scots, who were | 
converted by him, than in the Way of the Ro- 
miſh Church? And yet the ſame St. Nam | 
(/) built a Church dedicated to St. Martiu, 
at Whittern in Galloway, where he was Bi- 
ſhop. If Sir James will believe one of his 
principal Authors, he muſt needs grant, that | 
his Culdees dedicated Monaſteries and Church- | 
es to St. Columba. Thus Alexander Miln ex 


preſly ſays, That the Monaſtery of Dunkeld 
was dedicated by Conſtantine III. King of the 


Pits, (t) im Divi Columbæ honorem. Fordon, 


5 in 
(q) Tib. T. Cap. 26. (r) Collef. Pag. 74. (Y Lib. 3. Cap. 4. (t) 
Scripturum me de veſtræ ſedis initio, oportet primo retexere qualiter Con- 
ſtantinus Pictorum Rex tertius, Divo Columbe totius tunc regni pa- 


trono devotus, monaſteriu m inſigne ſuper ripam fluminis Tay enſis in lo- 
cis illis, que nunc occupatis, vos revere nde pater, pro horto orientali, & 
vos Alexander, pro manſione de Crief, in efuſdem Divi Columbæ 


honorem, ad Sancti Adamnani inſtantiam conſtruxit & dotavit, cir- 
ca annos Domini ſeptingentos viginti novem. Vitæ Epiſcopo- 


rum Dunkelden : ab Alexandro Miln canonico conſcriptæ. Pag. 8. 


MS, in Bib, Facult, Jurid. Edinenſis. 


———— —¾ 
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N in ſome of the MS. Copies, agrees with him. 


'© ſt is no Matter, whether the Columba, to whom 
the Church of Dunlbeld was dedicated, be 
e the Abbot of Icolmbill, or another Columba, 
whom Archbiſhop Uſher will have to have 
2. been the firſt Biſhop of Dunkeld, from the 
Life of Cuthbert Biſhop of Lindiefars ; - for 
even he, if there was ſuch a Biſhop, died a- 
fl bout the Year 670. Brit, Eccl. Antre. Pag. 
b. 368. Lond. 1687. 

7 SiR James 155 been at needleſs Trouble to 
bring Charters to prove that Churches were 
lt} dedicated to the Bleſſed Trinity; Who did 
ever deny that? Cannot I prove from Char- 
ters and Documents, that Churches were de- 
be to the Trinity, after the Extinction 
of the Culdees? And yet, Who would infer 
from this, that no Churches were dedicated 
to the Saints after that Time? I might be 
reckoned very idle, tho I had the Opportu- 
nity, if I ſhould bring Charters, where Church- 
es are menitoned, that were dedicated to the 
{Apoſtles and Saints, within Sir James's Pe- 
riod; becauſe he would, without Doubt, ſay, 
it had been done by the Latinized Scots. 
in This Miſtake of our Author may ſufficiently 

appear by what has been already ſaid; and 
therefore I proceed to conſider the Perfor- c 
mance of the F indicator. . . 
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CHAP. 111 ' 


Pamwy 1 F. Vindicator giving a ſhort Ab 
Ws {tract of the Eccleſiaſtical Part of 
the Hiſtorical Collections, tells us, 
I.uhat S James hath been at great 
Pains to make it clear, that our Princes and 
People did early receive the Chriſtian Faith? 
from the Diſciples of St. John, St. Polycarp. 
St. Anatolius, and other Fathers of the Ee 4 
fern Church, by Presbyters, without a Bishop. 
TE commonly ſay, It is a bad Omen to 
ſtumble in the Threſhold: It is impoſſible for- 
me to reconcile thoſe Words to themſelves? 
or to ſome other Aſſertions of Sir James. St. 
Polycarp was indeed the Diſciple of St. John; 
but Anuatolius was an Alexandrian, and taught 
publickly the Ariſtoteliau Philoſo * in his na- 
tive City, till, being of a good Age, he af 
laſt left it, and was conſecrated a Biſhop by, 
Theotechnus Biſhop of Cæſarea in Paleſtine, 
and deſtinated by him to be his Succeſſor; ſol? 
that he might rather be called the Diſciple of 
St. Peter or St. Mark, rather than that of St. 
John: But the Chronology will not allow him 
to have been the Diſciple of either; for Aua- 
zolins flouriſhed about the Year of Chriſt 270. 
Again, if the Scots received the Chriſtian N 
Faith from the Diſciples of St. ohn, and St. 


 Poſyearp; How could they receive it fr om 


Aue. 0 


i [ 4. 

1 Anatolius? Polycarp ſufferec Martyrdom, Au- 
1b Chriſti 147, according to the moſt learned 
Biſhop Peas ſon; and therefore even his Diſ- 
{3 ciples muſt have been all dead long before the 
Lear 270. Does not Sir James ſay, that the 


of 4 Converſion of the Scots was before Tertullian's 


3} Time? How then could they receive the 


a; A Chriſtian Faith from Anatolius upwards of 60 


Tears after the "Treatiſe was written, where 

the famous Paſſage is contained? _ 
3 Bur, pray, Where has Sir James made * 

% clear, that the Scots received the Faith from 

5 the Diſciples of St. Zohn, Polycarp, &c.? 
The Vindicator affirms (a), That the Writer 
of the Life does not conſider, that Sir James, 
iu his Collections, Chapter 4. Page 49. and in 

1? the preceding Pages of ** Chapter, hath gi- 
ven very good Authority to prove, that the 

2+ Scotiſh Church received the Chriſtian Religion 
very early from St. John's Diſciples, Fathers 
„, the Greek Church. 

I ſhall not ſtay, to conſider how properly 
the Church of the J/efer or proconſilar Aſia, 
on which St. Fohn beſtow'd his chiefeſt Care, 


off I where he livid to a more than ordinary old 
Age, and where he died, can be reckoned a 


Part of the Greek Church. I am ſure there 
7 was as great Difference concerning the Obſer- 


of tion of Eaſter, between the Aſiatic Churches, 


in the Days of St. Pohcarp and many Years 
Þ 1 afterwards, as Was between the Church of 
bs Rome 


— 


n. 


Y Vindicar Collect. Pag. 57 7 


1. . 1. : 
Rome and the ume Churches of the Leſſer 
Aſia. And if he calls them by this Name, be- 
cauſe the A/iatics uſed the Greek Language, he 


may, by parity of Reaſon, call the Kirk of Scot- 
land the Enghſh Church. But tho' this Pec- 
cadillo may 2 eaſily pardoned, yet I am afraid 
he may not be able to excuſe himſelf, for ſen- 
ding us an April Errand: I have with the 
greateſt Attention, again and again read over , 
that 49th Page of the Collections, and I chal- 
lenge any Man to ſhew me ſo much as the 
leaſt Attempt, in that Page, to prove that our 
Converſion was owing very early to the Dic-| ; 


ciples of St. Fohn. He tells us there, That 


c the Britons were the firſt Inhabitants of the | 


ce Iſland, that embrac'd the Chriſtian Religion; 
ce that it is probable the Scots and Ps, who 
« were next converted, did conform to them 


< in their Religion and Rites; that they for a 
* Jong Time differ'd from the Saxons, WhO | 
* being afterwards converted, ſubmitted to 


« Rome: and that the Britons in Bede's Time 


« were for the moſt part Enemies of the Eug- 
« Jjhh, and the whole Catholic Church, as 
_ « Bede calls it, both in the Obſervation off 
« Paſch and other ill Cuſtoms. And there- 
after Sir James goes on to conſider the Ac- 
counts, that are given of the Britons by Gildas, 
and Bede, that the eſtabliſh'd Religion among 
the Scots may better appear. But we find not 
the {ſmalleſt Hint, when, or by whom, the 
Scots were enlightned with the Knowledge of | 

ad 5 


3 
1 
1 
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133 „„ 
Fpriſt. I have with no leſs Care conſider'd 


er 

e- the preceding Pages of that 4th Chapter, and 
ne can find as little Satisfaction Thers | Sir James 
= Indeed begins the Chapter thus: The ancient 


Pettlement of the Scots in Britain being proven, 
id | pur early Converſion to the Chriſtian Faith will 
ße more eaſily receiv d, and the Expreſſions of 
4 ertullian behoved to be applicable to us; aud 
it 25 eaſy to think, that the Britons being Chri- 
ian in the firſt Century ---- and there being 
ſeveral Perſecutions by the Romans the if, 
ur | Jecond and third Centuries, eſpecially in Britain 
il inder Diocleſian, the Chriſtian Religion might 
at have been carried the Length of the Scots and 
be | Pits Irving in the ſame 1 a4 at leaſt before 
; | the End of the 2 Century. But notwith- 
ſtanding, I humbly conceive, it might have 
m been as eaſy for Sir James to have reflected on 
hart he cites, from venerable Bede, in the 
very next Page, viz. That the South Picis 
were not converted before the fifth Century, 
about the Year 412, by St. Ninian; and the 
g-. North Pic, not before the ſixth Century, in 
as the Year 565. And if the Scots were not con- 
of Ferted before the Diocleſian Perſecution, it is 
re- Impoſlible, that they received the Chriſtian 
\c-| Faith in, or before Tertullian's Days, or even 
1 From Anatolius; for that Perſecution began 
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a luno Chr. 303. Sir James goes on, and tax- 
ot Ping the Careleſneſs of Bede, for not taking 
xl notice of the firſt Converſion of the Scots, he 
O 


: brings a Teſtimony from him to prove, that 
C Palla- 


i 
0 1 
* 


. ; I 
Palladius was ſent by Pope Celeſtine to the Scots 


believing in Chriſt to be their firſt Biſhop, and 
cites the Chronicon Saxonicum to the ſame Pur- 


poſe, and I wonder he omitted Proſper, an 


unqueſtionable Writer of the Fifth Age, from 
whom both had it. From thence Sir Fame: | 


juſtly infers, that the Converſion of the Scott. 1 


was before the Year of Chriſt 431: But then 
he adds, As to the Time, it muſt be found ol, 
by Inferences from him and other ancient Miri. 


ters, who if they be of the Roman Communion. 


will take little Notice of any Converſion «) 


Chriſtians not ſubmitted to the See of Rome. 

ON would have thought, this had been the 
proper Place, to prove that our Converſion! 
had been wrought by the Diſciples of St. 7% 
Polycarp and Anatolius: But inſtead of — 


we fee nothing, but ſome Shreds from Bee, 


patched together, Ido not know how, concer. 


ning the Converſion of the North and South] 
Piet, and the Plantation of the Chriſtian Faith 


in the Kingdom of the Northumbrians, and 


other Parts of South Britain, by the Scoziſh? 


Biſhops and their Diſciples. But we find not? 
the Kal Inſinuation concerning thoſe who plan 
ted the Chriſtian Religion amongſt the Briti 
Scots: It is very true, Bede, in one of the 


Paſſages brought by Sir James, ſays, That the 
Northern Province of the Scots and all the? 
Pics, in the Time of Biſhop Aidan, obſer-! 


ved Eaſter from the 14th Day of the Paſchal? 
Month to the zoth, and pretended that in this) | 
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they follow'd the Writings of Anatolius: And 
1 Biſhop Colman, diſputing in the Council of 
4 Strenaeſhalch or Whitby, aſſerted that the Sco- 
1 ih Way of obſerving Eaſter, was the ſame 
which St. 7obr, and all the Churches govern'd 
by him, did obſerve. Now tho' Sir James 
has not told us, that this was the Argument, 
by which he had made it clear, that the Scots 
received the Chriſtian Faith from the Diſciples 


of St. Zohn, yet it muſt be this, or none: And 


the moſt reverend Archbiſhop Spot wood 
I thought, that ſome of St. John's Diſciples, in 
the 'Iime of the Domitian Perſecution, were 
the firſt Preachers of the Goſpel to this Na- 
tion, „ becauſe (faith he) in the Diſpute about 
1< Eaſter, our Church did retain the Cuſtom 
c of the Oriental Church, and maintain their 
c Practice by the Authority of St. 7 hn, from 
* whom they pleaded to have receiv'd the 
th c Faith ”. But that this is no Proof at all, will 
ſeaſily appear by the two following Remarks. 


Firſt, The Scorsmight have obſerved Eafter 


das they did, tho! they had been converted by 
the Diſciples of any other Apoſtle, and there- 


lan fore their manner of obſerving Eaſter, can 


never be a Proof that they receiv'd the Chri- 
ſtian Religion from the Diſciples of St. John. 
I Ihe Britons, v. g. us d the ſame Cycle of 84 
Vears, and the ſame Rules concerning Eaſter, 
and yet none ever pretended that they were 
a converted by St. John or his Dz/ciples. And 
it is ſtrange that a Presbyterian, of the Scotifh 


CG 2 | | kirk, | 


EO 
Kirk, who holds that the Obſervation of Ea- 


ſter and other ſuch Holy Days is ſuperſtitious 


and unlawful, ſhould argue from a 'Topick that 
quite deſtroys their Principle, namely this, that 
St. John and all the Churches, which were 
founded by him, and over which he had a 
particular Inſpection, did obſerve the high Fe- 
{tival of Eaſter, tho' it is very true, they did | 
it not on the ſame Day with other Chur- 


ches. 


Bur 24%, Whatever Excuſe may be made 


for Sir James, who had fallen into the ſame 


Miſtake with a great many other learned Men, 
who thought that the ancient Scots, Picts and 
Pritons oblerved Eaſter on the Fourteenth 


Day of the Paſchal Moon, whether it was 


Sunday or not, as the ancient Churches of the 


Leſſer Aſia did: Yet the Vindicator cannot 
but be blamed, who had a full and clear Con- 
fut-tion of that Error laid before his Eyes, in 


the very Paper which he pretends to anſwer. 
There we have two molt clear Teſtimonies 


from Bede, and I could bring other ſix to the 


ſame purpoſe; but for the ſake of Brevity I 
ſhall content my ſelf with the earlier Teſti- 
mony of the Emperor Conſtantine the Great, 
who, in a Letter that was ſent to the Alexan- 
arians and to the Biſhops that were not pre- 


{ent at the Council of Nice, athrms, that E a- 
ſter was obſerv'd after the ſame manner in 


Rome, and Africk, and all Italy, Egypt, Spain, 


Caul, Britain, L,ybia, all Greece, Cc. This 


Letter 


3 In oo” FF WP 
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| Letter is preſerved to us both by (a) Ernfe- 


bius, (b) Socrates, and (c) Theodoret. If then 


the Brztons, Scots and Picts did not agree 
with Pelycarp, and the ancient Aſſatic Chur- 
ches in the Obſervation of Eaſter, neither at 
the coming of Auſtin into Britain, nor even 
near 3oo Years before, how can it be infer- 
red that the Scots were converted by the Di- 
| ſ-1ples of St. 7ohn, Polycarp, Sc. upon this 
F falſe and groundleſs Suppoſition, that they ce- 
lebrated that ſolemn Feſtival on the ſame Day 
with them? And I do ſincerely profeſs, Ido 
not find any other Thing in all Sir James's 
Collections, that is, or can be brought to prove 
that the Scors were converted by the Diſci- 
| ples of St. 70%. „ . 


Sir James ſays, (d) That there being no Ground. 


to call in Queſtion the ſhort Accounts given of 
our Ancient Kings, from the Improbabilities 


and Incon ſiſtencies alledged by Modern Cri: ics, 


\ ſome Credit ought to be given to our own I i- 
' ſlorians in what they write concerning them. 


Is it not 3 reaſonable, that we ſhould 
believe our Hiſtorians in what they relate con- 
cerning the Converſion of our Anceſtors to 


Chriſtianity, when nothing can be objected a- 


gainſt it, but that the Scots were not Inhabi- 


tants of Britain ſo early? Now our /7:/torzans 


affirm, that Pope Victor, at the Entreaty of 
King Donald I. did fend to the Scots ſome 
MEM; C 3 Clergy, 


7 —— — — 
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(a) De Vir. Conſtan. lib. 3. c. 18. (b) Lb. 1. 6.6. (e) 14.1. 6. 
10. (d) Hiſt, Colleck. c. 3. P. 25. | VEN 
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Clergy, who wrought their Converſton about 
the Year of Chriſt 203, which gave Occaſion 
to that Diſtich which we have in Fordon and 
John Mayor. 


Chriſti tram ſactis tribus annis atque ducentis, 
Scotia Catholicam ca pit mire fidem. 


It is true, the Chronology does not exactly a- 
gree with the Relation. Archbiſhop Uſher ſays, 
(e) That this Converſion, if it fell out in the 
Time of Pope Yor, muſt have been in the 
Year of Chriſt 199 or 200. And according 
to the moſt accurate Chronologer Paez, (f) 
Vidlor died in the Year 197, which, according 
to the ordinary Reckoning, was the Year 199: 
But the Miſtake of three or four Years can 
never be enough to invalidate an ancient Ac- _ 
count, if no other Objection can be made a- 
gainſt it. We are certain of many Things, 
about the preciſe Time of which there is great 
Uncertainty : And the Chronologers differ 
more about the Year of our bleſſed Saviour's 
Nativity. Tertullian, (g) amongſt the Nations 
that in his Time were Chriſtians, mentions, 
Britannorum znacceſſa Romanis loca, Chriſto 
vero ſubdita, which cannot agree to any but 
the Scots. Beſide the Britons, who were ſub⸗ 
ject at this Time to the Romans, there were 
no other Inhabitants of Britain, according to 
the 


(e) Antiq. Brit. p. 321. Lond. 1687, (f) Critica in annal. Ba: 
ronii Tom, 1. ad an. 197. (g) Adverſ. Judicoſ. c. 7. ESE 


4,39}. 
the Biſhop of St. Aſaph, ; pt the PFs, 
who, he pretends, about this Time were cal- 
led only Caledones or Caledouii; and it is indeed 
certain, that they never ſubmitted to the Ro. 
man Voke: But withal it is as undeniable, that 
the South Picts were not taught the Chriitian 
Religion before the Year 412, and that the 
North Pitts were converted to Chriſtianity by 

St. Colmeand his Twelve Monks, Anno Chriſt: 
565. Whence it clearly follows, that there 
muſt have been another People beſides the 
Pics, who were free from the Roman V oke, 

and at the ſame time were Chriſtians; and by 
neceſſary Conſequence the cot were then ſea- 
ted in Britain, and profeſſed the Chriſtian 
Religion before the Vear of our Lord 208, 
when Tertullian wrote that Treatiſe, as is pro- 
ved ſufficiently by Dr. Alix, and other learned 

Antiquaries. Since then we have ſufficient 
Authority for the Scots being Chriſtians about 
the Time aſſign'd by our Hiſtorians, and no 
Teſtimony can be brought to prove their 
Converſion to have been of an ancienter Date, 
it may therefore ſeem unreaſonable to doubt 
about the Time, or the other Circumſtances 
of their Converſion, that it was brought about 
by Miſſionaries from Nome, at the Deſire of 
the King. For my part, | {ee no Harm in be- 
lieving or ſaying ſo; many learn'd %Proze- 
ſtants have ſufficiently confuted the vain Pre- 
tences of the Church of Rome, which claim 
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the World inthe 
vigorouſly and warmly oppos'd the Divine 
Inſtitutian of Biſhops. And Fordon the Monk 
Was the firſt Inventer of that falſe and ground- 
leſs Conceit, That the ancient Church of the 
Scots was govern'd without Biſhops ; which the 


40 
a Superiority over theſe Churches, that receiv'd 
the Chriſtian Faith from thenee. | 


CHAP. w. 


2&# UT whether the ancient Scots were 
converted by the Diſciples of St. Zohr 
or St. Peter, by Doctors of the Ea- 
ſtern or Weſtern Church, I am very 
confident they could dot have learn'd the F 
Principles of our Scotiſg Presbyterians from 


either of them. No Church in the World | 
was govern'd by a Parity of Church Officers. | 


All the ancient Chriſtians believ'd the Divine 
Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy. And except Aer ms, 


Who for his Pains was ranked amongſt Here- 


tics, I know none that have led the Dance 


to our Presbyterians, but only the Popih | 
Monks and Friars, thoſe Janizaries of the R. 


man Pontiffe, who on all Occaſions have en- 


deavour'd to depreſs the Epiſcopal Character 


and Power, in order to aggrandize their Ma- 
ſter: A goodly 17 of this they gave 
Council of Trent, where they 


learn d Sir James Dalrymple and his Vindica- 


| 1 3 

| tor have endeavour'd to ſupport, and defend 

| with Eagerneſs enough.  _ ; 

TE Writer of Mr. Sage's Life has, in my 
Opinion, ſuthciently expoſed and confuted that 
ſurprizing Fiction. He has prov'd, that there 
| were Biſhops among the Britons at the coming 
of Auſtin; that the Scots allo had Biſhops ; 
that ſuppoſing the Scotiſh Biſhops in the Let- 

1 ters of Laurentius, and John the ele& Pope, 
were 1rih Biſhops, yet that this was enough 
to prove, that the Scots in Britain had Biſhops 
' alſo, becauſe the Scots both here and in Jre- 


land, the Britons, and the PFs agreed in all 
| Things, nay in the very Circumſtances of Re- 
. Þ ligion: He has ſhown, that Aidan and his 


Succeſſors in the Biſhoprick of Lindisfarn or 
Holy-1ſland were Biſhops, and Dzoceſan Bi- 
ſhops. He hath alſo made it appear, that three 
\ Dioceſan Britiſh Biſhops were preſent at the 


, | Council of Arles; that there were Biſhops in 
Britain about the Time of the Council of 


| Saraica; that three Britiſh Biſhops were pre- 
ſent at the Council of Ariminum, which Sir 
James himſelf confeſles in his Collections; and 
that there was a Biſhop of Scoz/and preſent at 
a Council in Rome Anno 721. Beſides other 
Authorities and Reaſons, which may be ſeen 
in the Life. The Vindicator has wholly paſſed 
over in Silence the moſt of theſe Things; and 
I am now to conſider what Defences he has 
made againſt thoſe Topics, which he has been 
pleas'd to attack. WT 1 


1 — 

TAE firſt Authority for Biſhops among the 
Britons, was, that Bede (h) informs us, That | 
Auguſtin had 4 Conference with the Biſhops | 
aud Doctors of the greateſt and neareſt Pro- 
vince of the Britons; and that ſeveral Biſhops || 
and many other moſt tearn'd Men, came to a ſe- | 
cond Meeting with him. The Vindicator, in 


anſwer to this, remarks, that Bede's Words | 


are not fairly ſlated: For (ſaith he) they are, þ 
Interea Auguſtiuns Convocavit ad ſuum conlo- Þ 
quium Epiſcopos five Doctores proxime Bri- 
tonum Provincie. The Writer ſays, the Con- 


ference was held with the Biſhops and | 
Doc korn putting an and for an or, and fo | 


perverting Bede's Words, plainly to favour 4 


Diſtinction of Biſhops and Doctors, which are ; 
there ſynonimous Terms. The Writer of the | 
Lie was ſo fair as to warn his Reader of this | 


Criticiſm, but thought 1t unworthy of any to | 
be at Pains to confute it; ſince the Uſe of the 


Words Epiſcopus and Presbyter is not con- 


founded in any Writer of that or ſeveral Ages | 
preceding it; and none has been more care- | 
ful than Bede to diſtinguiſh between them. | 
Beſides he thought it the moſt fatisfatory F 
Method, to let Bede himſelf and other ancien- ) 
ter Authors explain and confirm the Meaning, 


by ſhewing, that there had been amongſt the 
Britons and Scots Biſhops, properly ſo called, | 


Dioceſan Biſhops, deſigned from their Dioceſ- 
ſes, and who fat, and yoted in Councils. And 
who 


by 1 Lib, | Chap, 25 ——— ——— ö 
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who is ignorant, that this was the Privilege of 


Biſhops only; Biſhops, I ſay, in the true and 


roper Senſe? But ſince the Viudicator in- 
liſts as yet upon that frivolous Subterfuge, I 


muſt beg leave to add a few Words concer- 
ning 1t. . 


I hope, Sir James and his Vindicator will 


= own, that Bede was of the Roman Commu- 
nion, and therefore knew the Difference be- 
* tween Epiſcopus and YPresbyter; and that he 
would endeavour. to write in a Stile which 
could be underſtood by thoſe who liv'd with 
him: But if this be granted, then Sir Zames's 
Argument can have no Force, unleſs the Con- 
junction i be always exegetical, or unleſs it 
always ſignify that the two Words, between 


which 1t is put, import one and the ſame 


Thing, or are Synonimous, in Bede's Dialect. 


Now if he be of that Mind, let him conſider 
what Senſe he will make of innumerable Places 
in Bede's Works. I ſhall inſtance in a few out 


: of his Hiſtory, 


Imo. If Sir Fames's Criticiſm holds, then 


. Bede uſed Vir: & and Famine. Sacerdotes 
and Mmiſtri, as ſymonimous Terms; and be- 


liev'd there was no Difference or Diſtinction 
between a Man and a Woman; a Prieſt and 
a Deacon: For he ſays (i), Quin potius per- 


miſſurum, ut Fidem cultumque ſie Religionis 


cum omnibus qui ſecum veniſſent Viris five Fæ- 


minis, 


li) Lib. 2. Chap. 9. 
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minis, Sacerdotibus ſeu Miniſtris more Chriſti- 
ano ſervaret. 

240, Towns, Villages and Provinces would 

be all the ſame (4), inter civitates frve Villas 
aut Provincias. Where Villa in Bede 8 Stile 
ſignifies a Village. 

340%, The Romans and the Cate ie were 
one ind the ſame People (I) juxta morem Roma- 
norum ſen Cantuariorum. But left Sir James 

 thould ay, that /ex and ſve have not the ſame 
Signiſication, tho' the one be nothing but the 
Contraction of the other, juſt as nen for neve, 
let him look Lib. 3. Ca  Filii---- Regis 
Edelfridi apud Scottos Ree) pictos exulabant : 
Whence he muſt conclude, That the Scots 
were not a People diſtinct from the Ps. 
4thly, There will be no Difference betwixt 
Honour and Fear (n). Thus Aidanus un- 
quam divitibus, Honoris ſive Timoris ra 
ſiqua deliquiſſeut reticebat. 
5thly, Bede muſt have reckoned the Com- 
monality and the Nobles altogether the ſame. 
(n) Nam & ipſe Rex & plurimi de plebe fiue 
optimatibus, Sc. 

Laſtly, He muſt have believed no Difference 
between good Angels and Devils (o, 9uod 
autem codices diverſos per bonos ſfoe malos Spi- | 
ritus ſibi vidit offerri. If theſe fix Inſtances 
will not ſatisfie him, I ſhall bring {ix Score to 
the ſame Purpoſe. Whence it may appear, 

f That 


Q * 
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That Bede's Words were both pry ſlated and 
interpreted, by tranſlating them, 
Doctors. 


:ſhops and 


W nä x has been ſaid may alſo ſerve to ex- 
poſe Sir James s Miſtake, when (o) he affirms 


that Gz/das uſed Epiſcopus, Sacerdos, Clericus 
and Presbyter to ſignifie the ſame Thing; be- 
cauſe Gildas has theſe Words Epi ſcoporum vel 
cæterorum Sacerdotum aut Clericorum: And, 
' Sacerdotalem Epiſcopatus vel Presbyteri ſedem. 
The learned Biſhop of St. Aſaph, now of 
Worceſter, who is very well acquainted with 
the Stile of Gildas and the contemporary Wri- 
ters, has concluded the quite contrary; and 
by Zpriſcopr underſtands Bzyſhops, by cæteri 


Sacerdotes, Prieſts, and by Clerici, Deacons. 


3 G:/das mentions, Præpoſilos Eecleſiæ cum Sacer- 
Aotibus & Populs; he diſtinguiſhes between 
them that have only the Name of Sacerdos 


(tautum Sacerdotale nomen) and them who 


f have the Apoſtolical Dignity) Apoſtolicam Dig- 


nitatem) 2. e. Biſhops. And he calls Ignatius 


| Biſhop of Antioch, Sacerdos-ſimmus-poteſtate, 
and expreſly mentions the Eccleſiaſtical De- 
grees, Eccleſiaſticos Gradus. What Reaſon 


then had Sir James to ſay; I think ſtrange 


| how that learned Prelate ſtumbled on his Ec- 


cleſiaſtical Steps and Degrees here, where there 
is nothing but a plain Level ? „ 
Since Sir Zames's Criticiſm has not proved 


that the Biſhops at the firſt Conference were 


*— 
— 


nothing 


nothing but Doctors or Presbyters, far leſs can 
he infer from thence that the Seven Biſhops in 
the ſecond Conference were alſo of the ſame 
Degree. But let us examine a little, what elſe 
they bring to ſupport their Aﬀertion. Bede's 
Words are, Venermnt ſeptem Brittonum Epi/- 
copi & plures viri Doctiſſimi, maxime de Nob 
lifſimo eorum Monaſicrio, quod vocatur lingua 
Anglorum Bancornaburg, cui, tempore 1119 
Dinooth Abbas prefuiſſe narratur, &c. © Can 
« this Writter (ſays the Vindicator) think that 
« Bede underſtood theſe Seven, whom he calls 
« {even Biſhops, and inferior to the Abbot 
c jn Order, were Dioceſan ”. But where does 
Bede fo much as infinuate that they were ſub- 
ject to the Abbot, and what hinders them to 
have been Dioceſan Biſhops? He ſays, indeed, 
That very many learned Men, the moſt Part of | 
whom belonged to that Monaſtery, did come | 
together with the Seven Biſhops to the Con- 
ference. And tho' he particularly names the 
| Abbot; but has not given us the Names of 
the Biſhops, yet JI think none but the Y7nd:- 
cator will infer from thence, that theſe Biſhops 
were inferior or ſubject to Dixoth. They might 
have remembred, that Bede obſerves it as a 
ſingular and unpr ecedented Thing in the Abbot 
of Mi, that even the Biſhops of the Province 
were under his Command; now if Bede had 
believ'd that this Cuſtom had obtained in the 
Monaftery of Bangor, and therefore probably 
in all the other Monaiteries of the Britons, 


how 


j $7: 
how could he have thought it ſingular and 
| {urprizing in the Monaſtery of Icolmkill? Epi 
| copz is the Word he uſes on both Occaſions, 
and if it ſignifies no more but Presbyters in 
this Place, what ſhould make it ſignifie more 
in the other? And if ſo, do they not make 
| Bede ſpeak great Nonſenſe: viz. The Abbot 
of Icolmkill, tho' only a Presbyter, has Juriſ- 
| diction over the Presbyters of the Province 
that are Members of, or {ubject, to that Mo- 
naſtery. A 
of Monks there, with their Rulers; Septem 
Portiones cum præpoſitis five Rectoribus, nulla 
| harum minus quam trecentos Homines habe- 
ret: Ts it not then very plam, that the ſever 
' Biſhops were ſubjef? to Dinoth the Abbot, aud 
the {ame with the {eptem Prepoſiti or Rectores 
over the Proportions of the Monks? Truly, if 
Bede had told us, That theſe ſeven Biſhops 
were the Rulers of the ſeven Colleges ot 
| Monks, the Vindicator had ſaid ſomething to 
the Purpoſe ; but ſince it is not ſo, he might 
have argued as ſtrongly from the ſeven Stars, 
the ſeven Days of the Week, or the {even wile 
Men of Greece. 


Ay, but there were ſeven Diviſions 


And with what Ground does 
the Vindicator pretend, That the 2100 Monks 
of Bangor were all Presbyters * He might 
have allow'd ſome of them to have been Dea- 
cons: - Nay, if he had been well acquainted 


With the ancient Conſtitution of Monaſteries, 


he would have believ'd that the {malleſt Part 


of them were in holy Orders. But let us ſup- 


poſe 


45 

75 they were all Prieſts; why muſt The ſever 

ritiſh Biſhops have been without any Vresby- 
ters, or at leaſt have had very few ſubjett to 
them? Did the Findicator ever ſee a Bull of 
Exemption granted to the Monks of Bangor, 
or any Charter confirming that Privilege? 
Archbiſhop UV/hey tells (x) us from a Welſh 
MS. That Dinoth, to ſhew that they owned 
no Subjection to Auguſtine, among other Ar- 
guments, uſed this: Ye are under the Govern- 
ment of the Biſbop of Kaerleon upon Uske, 
who under God is to overſee us, and cauſe us 
0 keep the Way ſpiritual : But granting that 


Monaſtery had been exempt from the Juritdi- | 


ction of the Biſhops, yet it would bewray the 


greateſt Ignorance in Eccleſiaſtic Hiſtory, to | 


aflirm, that the Monks of theſe exempt Mo- 
naſteries could be ordained Prieſts by any o- 


ther than a Biſhop. If any of theſe Monks ll 


had the Charge of Souls, then they were ſub- 
ject to the Biſhops; if not, the Biſhops muſt 
have had other Presbyters ſubject to {them, 
who did aſſiſt them in the public Offices of 
Religion, and the Care of Souls. But they 
urge farther, That Wales having now but 


Four Biſhopricks in it, the Bounds ſeem too 


narrow for Seven. If the Vindicator pleaſe, 


I ſhall ſhew him, where there were more than 


thrice Seven Bithops in a leſs Country than that 
_ of Wales But enough, and too much concer- 
ning theſe trifling Evaſions. 1 

5 „ AP 


1 Religion of the ancient Iriſh. Chap. 10. P. 109, 
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Tux Second Argument was taken from 
the Letter of Laurentius, Mellitus and Juſtus, 
addreſſed to the Scotiſß Biſhops and Abbots; 
| | and Columbanus an Abbot: And from the Let- 
ter of John then Elect Pope, directed, To the 
| mf beloved and moſt holy Thomianus, Colui n- 
banus, Chromanus, Diorianus, and Bathanus, 
N aa 46 ; To Cromanus, Hermanus, Lauſtia- 


in which they diſtinguiſh Dagamus a Biſhop, 


nus, Stellanus, and Segianus, Prieſts; To Sa- 
ranus and the reſt of the Scottiſh Dofors and 
Abbots. Here Sir James's Epiſcopi ſive Docto- 


rer will not do the Buſmeſs; for Biſhops are 
in this Letter plainly contradiſtinguiſhed both 
from Prieſts, and from Doctors and Ab- 


bots. And therefore they fall .upon another 


Shift, by affirming thoſe Letters to have been : 
written to the Iriſh Scots only. But tho' this 


were true, it will ſtand them in no Stead, 


as I ſhall ſhew by and by. The Writer of 
the Life did fairly grant, that Lanrence's Let- 
ter was to the Scotiſh Biſhops in Ireland: But 
thought it not amiſs to point at Sir James's 
Partiality, who would have the (y) Hybernia, 
into which Eig fred King of Northumberland 
ſent his Army, to have been the Country of 


the Britiſh Scots; and yet, here, he will needs 


have it to be Ireland. Sir James and his Vin- 
Aicator own, That the Roman Province was 
often called Britain; That the Country of 
the Scoto and Pills Was called an and by 


8 Cas, 
5) Bede Al, Ecel. Lib. 4. C. 26. 
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Gildas, Bede and Proſper ; and no Body 
doubts, but the Country of the Scozs hes nea- 
rer to South-Britain than Ireland does: And 
therefore, why might not Sir James under- 
ſtand the Country of the Britiſh Scots by Hi- 
bernia Infula Britannia proxima, as well as 
think that Bede in the other Place meant the | 
Country of the Britiſß Scots, when he tells | 
us the Inhabitants had been always very friend- 
ly to the Engliſh; which plainly ſhews they 
muſt have been the 1r:/hþ. But tho' his Ad- 
verfary yiclded Lanrence's Letter to him, yet 
-HE had no Reaſon to allow that the other was 


alſo written to the Iriſh Scots only; and he | | 


had good Ground to expoſtulate with Sir | 
James, for joining himſelf with the 1rzþ and | 
Engliſh Writers, who endeavour to rob us of | 
our ancient Countrymen. Sir James was 
told, that he ought to have proved, and not | 
barely affirmed, that Thomianus, Columbanus, | 
Kc. were Jriſßh Biſhops: And tho' his Vindi- 
cator cites the very Words, yet he has not | 
mended the Matter. Nor is there (faith he) | 
any Reaſon fo doubt, that the Pope's Let- | 
ter was to the Scots in Ireland, ſeeing it was | 
directed to Thomianus and Columbanus, and \ 
Three other Biſhops, and to Five Presbyters by | 
Name, and but to One Doctor or Abbot, name- | 
ty Seranus, and other Scottiſh Doctors or A-. 
bots in general. So far as I can underſtand 
this Argument, it amounts to no more but this. 

. Ja 


Fr BE ( pl 
Zohn addreſſes his Letter to Five Scottiſßh Bi- 


ſhops, and as many Scotiſh Prieſts; to Sara- 


nus and the reſt of the Scortzh Doctors or 


Abbots: Ergo thoſe Five Biſhops were 1r:i/þ 


and not Britiſh Scots. The next Reaſon ſeems 


more to the Purpoſe: It can be with no Pro- 


bability alledged, that there were Five Dio— 
 ceſan Biſhops among ſt the Scots in their narrow 
Bounds in Britain, when we have no Author t- 


ty from Bede, that there was any One at |- 
colmkill. If the Viudicator would conſult the 
Writings of the Ancients, or even the pre- 
ſent State of the Church, he would not make 
the Number of Biſhoprics in ?roportion to 
the Fxtent of the Countries. I believe the 
Dioceſs of Glafeow is five Times larger than 
that of Brechzm : And France hath near double 
the Number of Biſhoprics, which are in Hain 


ane e e together. Enough has been ſaid, 


in Mr. Jage's Life, to make it probable 


that there was always a Biſhop who had his 


ordinary Reſidence in 1colnkzl/: But it will 
be ſufficient, if there were Biſhops in Scot- 


land, in whatſoever Places they had their 
Seats. It is no Matter tho' ſome have thought 


that the Scots anciently had but one Biſhop ; 
Sir James knows very well, that all our Hi- 


{torians have agreed in relating Things of a 
later Date, which yet are now certainly known 
to be Miſtakes. The Viudicator in the laſt 


Place accuſes the Pope of Ignorance in He- 


rauldry: But tho' he has ranked ſimple Preſ- . 
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byters before Doctors or Abbots, yet I hope 
this will not prove that Thomzanns, Columba- 
uus, &c. were not Biſhops among the Scots 


in Britain. And indeed he is in the wrong to 


the Pope, for he gave the Prieſts the Prece- 
dency, becauſe Daranus the Abbot was not in 
Holy Orders, and for what he knew, there 
might be other Scotiſh Abbots, who alſo were 
not Presbyters. This needs not ſeem ſtrange 
to the Vindicator, who is ſo well acquainted 
with Bede. If the Vindicator pleaſes, I will 
help him to ſomething that bids fairer than all 
he hath ſaid. Archbiſhop Uſher and the Bi- 
ſhop of St. Aſaph ſay, Thomianus was then 
Archbiſhop of Armanugh, Dimanus Biſhop of 
Connor, and Baithanus Biſhop of Cloumacnois: 
But yet I remember, if the Vindicator be con- 
{ſtent with himſelf, he will not believe this, 
| becauſe founded on legendary Stories. More- 
over, ſince they confeſs they cannot find the 
Sees of the other two Biſhops, I muſt beg their 
leave to think that they at leaſt had their Bi- 
ſhoprics in Scotland, eſpecially ſince both 
*Ofher, St. Afaph, and Sir James grant that 
S2eg:anus the Prieſt was the ſame with Segenzus 
Abbot of Icolnkzll. e 
But let us ſuppoſe, that both the Letters 
were written to the Scots in Ireland, and to 
them only; and that all the Biſhops mentioned 


in the Pope's Letter were Iriſb; yet this would | 


be enough to prove, that the Scotiſp Church 
in Britain Was governed alſo by Biſhops; be- 
e cCauſe 


| 3 5 8 
cauſe the d cotiſh, Iriſb, Pictiſh and Britiſh Chur- 


ches agreeing in Faith, and even in the ſmalleſt 


Circumſtances of Religion, the plain Practice & 
Government of any one of theſe Churches muſt 
determine the Practice & Government of any or 
all of the other Three, if it chanced to be ob- 


ſcure and controverted. The Viudicator replies, 


That it is nowhere aſſerted by Sir James, nor (he 


believes) owned by any other, that the Britiſh 
Scots agreed with, either the Iriſh Picts or Bri- 


tons in every Thing; and tho they might be of 


the ſame Principles, yet they might differ in 


ſome Points among themſelves. But pray, let 


them be pleaſed then to tell us what is the 
Meaning of that fine Period (7): Neither 


would this infer, that the Scots and Picts be- 


ing of the ſame Principles with the Britains, 
had Biſhops as well as they; for the Argument 
would be as good, that they all being of the 
fame Principles, the Britiſh had no Beſhops 
properly ſo called, as had neither the Scots 


and Picts. If Sir James meant by being of 
the ſame Principles, no more, but that they 


agreed in the Credenda, or main Articles 
of Faith; then it is evident, it could neither 


follow from thence, that the Scots had Biſhops, 


becauſe the Britons had them; nor, that theſe 
wanted them, becauſe there were none a- 


mongſt the Scots, Nay, Sir James expreſly 


ſays (/, It being certain, that the Britons 
were the firſt Inhabitants of the Iſland, that 


En- 


1 
"(7) Ef. Colle, P. 8e, 81. (1) P. 49. 
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embraced the Chriſtian R ligion, it is probable, 
that the Scots and Pitts, who were next con- 
verted, did conform to them in their Religion 
and Rites. But it is of no Moment whether 
Sir James did own it or not: Was it not 
plainly demonſtrated (2), That the Scots and 
Britons were ſo far from diflering from one 
another, that they believed the ſame Faith 
with the Romans; and at the coming of Au- 
ſtiu into Britain, and for a long Time there- 
after, differed in nothing from the Church of 
Rome itſelf, but only in the Obſervation of 
Eaſter, and a few Rites and Ceremonies ? 
And ſince Fpiſcopacy, even by the Conteſſion 
of the Presbyterians themſelves, was the Go- 
vernment of all other Churches in the World, 
for ſeveral Ages, before the Period of Time we 
are now talking of; ſince Epiſcopacy was belie- 
ved to be of Divine Inſtitution ; and theAdmini- 
{tration of the Sacerdotal Offices was eſteemed 
void and null, when performed by thoſe who 
had not Epiſcopal Ordination; if the Scotiſh, 
Brittſh, and Pictiſßh Churches had been under 
a different Government, which is nowhere 
elle to be met with; would not Bede have 
taken Notice of it? Would not thoſe of the 
 Romiſh Communion have accuſed and con- 
demned them rather for that, than for any 
Rites or Ceremonies? And yet we find not | 
the leaſt Footſtep of their being charged with | 
the Want of Biſhops, or with any other ma- 

a terial 
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Ds V 
terial Difference. Anguſtine demanded no 
more from the Brit 


Pope as their Patriarch. He was ſo far from 


_ taxing them for rejecting Epiſcopacy, that (7 


having ſent a Prieſt and a Monk to inform 


Pope Gregory of the Converſion of the Saxons, 
and given them Inſtructions to deſire the 
Pope's Reſolution of ſeveral Queſtions ; one of 
theſe was, How he was to carry himſelf with 
reſpect to the Biſhops of Gaul and Britain? 
To which Gregory anſwered, That he allowed 


him no Furiſdittion over the Biſhops of Gaul; 


but that he ſubjefted to him all the Britiſh Bi- 


ſhops. Pope Honorins, in his Leiter to the 


Scots (v) blames them for nothing, but their 
uncanonical Obſervation of Eaſter. John the 


Ele& Pope, in his Letter to the Scotiſh Bi- 
ſhops, Prieſts and Abbots (x), takes Notice of 
the ſame only, except that he laments the Re- 
vival of Pelagianiſin among them. Lanren- 
tins, Melitus, and Juſtus, in their Letter to 
the Biſhops and Abbots per uni ver ſam Scotiam, 
tells them (, That when they firſt came to 


Britain, they had a great Reverence for the 
Sanctity both of the Britons aud Scots, think- 


ing that they walked according to the Cuſtom 


(u) Bede Hip. Eccleſe Lib, 1. C. 27. (v) Lib. 2. C. 19. (x) L 


bid. (y) Lib. 2. C. 4. 


| hops, but that they 
ſhould keep Eaſter, and adminiſter Baptiſm 
according to the Cuſtom of the Romiſh Church, 
and preach the Word of God together with 
bim, z. e. own him as their Primate, and the 


Ta | 
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„ 
of the Catholic Church 
had become acquainted with the Britons, they 


entertained a more favourable Opinion of the 


Scots than of them; but, by converſing in Bri- 


tain with Biſhop Dagamus, and in Gaul with 


Abbot Columbanus, they found that the Scots 
differed in nothing from the Britons. ag 


I might add a great many other Authorities 


and Reatons to prove, that the Scots and Bri- 
tons agreed in the imalleſt Things; but this 
may ſuffice, it is ſo evident, that none can 
caſt his Eyes upon Bede, but he mult be con- 
vinced of it: And therefore the Conſequence 


from it, which the Viudicator calls falſe aud 


roundleſs, muſt be certain and neceſſary, vir. 


That the Scots had Bithops of the ſame Order 


aud Character with the Irith and Britiſh Biſhops. 


CHAP. V. 
5 9. EFORE I proceed to vindicate and 


to enquire what Bede underſtood by the /ep- 


teutrionalis provincia Scotorum, ſo often men- 


tion d by him. Sir James (S) pretends, that 
the Britiſh Scots are called Northern with re- 
gard to thePi\ctiſh Monaſteries there, lying South 


of 


— 


(0) Collect. pag. 64. 


I 
Aud, that after they 


enforce the Argument brought from 
SE the Scotiſh Biſhops of Lindzsfarn or 
Holy Iſlaud, it will be very convenient 
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' of them, and that the Scots in Ireland ſubject 
to the Monaſtery were called Northern, with 
 reſpeft to the Southern Scots there, who were 
not under the Power of the Monaſtery of Hyi: 
But I cannot ſee how this is conſiſtent with 
the Situation and Bounds of the Countries of 
the cot and Piste, whether ancient or later, 
as deſcribed by himſelf. Neither can a Mona- 
> ftcry's Juriſdiction enter into the Reaſon, why 
a Country 1s called Northern or Southern, e- 
| ſpecially when Bede tells us, (a) That the Mo- 
naſtery of yz had not all, but only, almoſt all 
| the Monaſteries of the Northern Scots under 
their Juriſdiction. I think it very plain, that 
Bede believed that the Scots were ſettled in 
| Britain long before the Year of our Lord 
Foz; that he often comprehends their County 
in Britain, under the Name of Scotia, and | 
themſelves under that of Scots. And by the 

| /eprtentrionalis Scotorum Provincia, he not 

only means the North of Irelaud, but the We- 

F ftern Fcotiſh Iſlands, and thoſe Parts of Bri- 

| 7azz that were inhabited by the Scots: And by f 
conſequence, /eprentrionates Scoti are the In- | 
habitants of all or any of theſe Countries. q 
" 1mo. | ſay, Bede believed that the Scots 4 

| were ſeated in Britain before the Biſhop of St. 
| Aſaph's Period. This is clear from ſeveral 

| Paflages: as (6b) when he reckons the d cose the 
third Nation that ſettled in Britain after the 
VV 3 dri 
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0 (a) Lib. 3. c. 3. (b) Poſt Britones Y Pictos tertiam Scotorum na- 
| 5onem in Pictorum parte recepit, Lib. 1. Cap. 11 
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Britons and Pitts. Whence it neceſſarily 
follows, that they had their Seat in this Coun- 
try at leaſt before the coming of the Saxons, 
A. D. 450. Nay Sir George Mackenzze ſeems to 
have had good Reaſon to infer from this Paſ- 
ſage, that they were Inhabitants of Britain be- 
fore the Romans fix d themſelves there, that is, 


before Julius Ceſar, or, at leaſt, Claudius, in- . 


vaded this Hand. _ ; 

$o again, (c) when he expreſſes Biſhop Lau- 
rence's Concern not only for the new Church 
gathered out from among the Engliſh, but for 


all the Churches of the ancient Inhabitants: | 
He muſt neceſſarily comprehend the Britiſh 
Scots under the ancient Inhabitants of Britain. 
For it is unqueſtionable that the Seors in Bri- 
tain were Chriſtians in Biſhop Lawrence's Time ; | 
and therefore ſince his Care was extended even } 
to the Scots in Ireland; it can never be thought 
that the Scots in the ſame Iſland with himſelf | 
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would be the only Chriſtians neglected by him. 


Therefore by the ancient Inhabitants of Britain 
Bede muſt have meant not only the Britons, 
but alſo the Pics and Scots; and this he could | 
not have done, unleſs he had believ'd that the 
Scots had their Seat in Britain long before the | 


Saxons. 


Wx have another Proof of this, Lib. 1. C. 
11. where Bede having told, that An. Dom. 407 
: - 8 5 | Ts Gra- 

(c) Denique (Laurentius) non ſolum nove, que de Anglis erat ; 
collecta, Eccleſia curam gerebat, ſed e veterum Britanniæ iucolarum, 


ner non & Scotorum, 9uj Hyberniam Inſalam Britannize proriman 


incolunt, Lib. 2. C. 4. 
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: Gratianus uſurped in Britain; and how Anno 
D. C. 1164, that is, An. Dom. 410, the Ro- 
' mans left off to reign in Britain, he adds Cap. 
12. Denique ſubito duabus gentibus tram ſina- 
' rims vehementer ſævis, Scotorum a Circio, 
Pictorum ab Aquilone nultos ſtupet gemitque 
pen annos, Tranſmarinas autem dicimus has 
geuntes, non quod extra Britanniam eſſent poſitæ, 
ſed quia a parte Britonum erant remote duobus 
' fmibus mari iuterjacentibus, quorum unus ab 
 orzentals mari, alter ab occidentali Britanniæ 
 terras longe lateque irrumpit, quamvis ad fem: 
' vicem pertingere poſſint. And Lib. 1. C. 14. gi- 
ving the Reaſon why the Saxons were invited 
to come to the Aid of the Britons, he lays, 
Initum namque eſt conſilium quid agendum, ubi 
 guzrendum effet preſidium ad evitandas vel re- 
' pellenaas tam feras tamque creberrimmas geutium 
Agquiloniarium 2ruptzones, From thele two 
Citations it is evident, that Bede believ'd, that 
the Scots were fixed in Britain before the ga- 
ron. In the firſt Paſſage he expreſly ſays, that 
the Scots as well as the PFs were People in- 
habiting Britain: And, in the other, he calls 
them both Northern Nations, which cannot a- 
gree to the Iriſh in reſpect of the Country of 
the Britons. The Explication that Bede gives 
us of Gilda s Words, which he borrow'd from 
him in the firſt Paſſage, confutes abundantly _ 
the Pretences and Shifts of the Biſhop of St. 
' Aſaph, who would fain make the World be- 
| lieve from G/das, that the Scors who invaded 


the 
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the Britons were Iriſh Scots. For Bede tells 
us, they and the Ps were tranſmarine Na- 


tions, not becauſe they dwelt without the J. 


land, but only becauſe they were divided | 
from the Land of the Brztons by two Firths, | 
wiz. of Forth and Clyde. And certainly Bede 


was more capable to know Gz/4as's Meaning, 


than any that liv'd near 1000 Years after Bede 
wrote. If the Scots had fixd themſelves inf 
Britain about 150 Years only before his Birth, 
it is impoſſible Bede could have been ignorant | 


of it; and the Tradition concerning the Settle- 


ment of a numerous Colony, muſt have been] 
certainly known to the moſt ignorant of the] 
Inhabitants of the ſame Iſland for a much] 
longer Tract of Time. Nay there is not the 
leaſt Force in any Thing which is brought 
from Gildas, Claudian or Proſper, to convince} 
any unbyaſs'd Perſon that the Scots were not | 
ſettled in Britain before the coming of the | 
Saxons. All that is ſaid concerning the Scots] 
by any or all of theſe Writers agrees very well] 
with the Scots in Britain, and, if all Circum- | 


ſtances be duly conſidered, to them only. 
Tar more I conſider the Words of Eume- 


97715 the Panegyriſt, the more I am perſwaded | 
Buchanan was in the right, who would have | 
folt Britannz to be of the Genitive Caſe, ond] 


not the Nominative ; and the Words thus con- 


ſtructed agree very well with the Context, 
notwithſtanding what the Biſhop of-St. A/aph 


pretends to the contrary. For Cæſar (faith | 
— : Eumee | 


Eumenius) had ſeveral Advantages which Con- 

| fantins had not: (4) Moreover, the Nation 

| (hat Cæſar overcame being yet rude, unsbill- 

"| ful of War, and uſed to no other Enemies but 
he Picts and Iriſh, who inhabited the ſame Iſland 
> | Britain with themſelves, and were then half 
* | Naked, eaſily yielded to the Roman Arms and 

| Enſigns; but he whom Conſtantius overcame, 
having got a Roman Legion of his Side, having 
opt ſome Squadrons of Auxiliaries, having 5 
„ mnuſtred the Guts that were here on Account of k 
th Merchandiſe, having drawn into his Aſſiſtance 
10 ſmall Forces of the barbarous Nations, and 
1} having all theſe Exerciſed and Trained, it was 

e wo ſuch eaſy Thing to get the Victory over him. 

1] And tho' St. A/aph ſays, It is ſcarce Senſe to 

e ſay the 1rz/þ of the Britiſh Soil, and there- 
fore Buchanan was wiſe, the Word Scots 

e F being more agreeable to his Purpoſe; yet I. 
t would fain ask him, Why it is not as good 
el Senſe to ſay, ſoli Britanni Hiberui, as folt 
SÞ Britanni Scots, He owns, That Ireland then 
I was called Scotia as well as Hibernia, and the 
-| Inhabitants had the Name of Scoti no leſs than 
that of Hiberni. It muſt therefore have been | 
- Cas proper for the Panagyriſt to call them Bri- 
1] tanmz ſol: Hibernos, as Britanni ſoli Scotos, i. e. 
e | People ſeated in Britain, who deriv'd their 
d Original from a Colony of the Irie. 3 
5 . A 2dly, Bede 1 
((d) Adhoc natio etiam tunc rudis, & ſoli Britanni Pictis modo = 
Hibernis aſſueta hoſtibus adhuc ſeminudis, facile Romanis Armis 
5 ſaniſque ceſſerunt, CC. Paneg. NMaximiano. . | 
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24ly, Bede often comprehends the Countr;| 
of the Britiſh Scots under the Name Scotia 


and themſelves under that of Fcoti. Thus, forÞ 
Example, Biſhop Colmar is ſaid by Bede (e)tof 
have been ſent from Scotland: And yet the 
ſame Author aflures us (J) that he was ſen} 


from Hyi. Now this could in no Senſe bi 
called Ireland, ſince it hes very near to the 


Continent of Britain, and is very remote fron 


Ireland. Neither was it Subject to any Tri 
King; but (g) was under the Power of ſom 
Britiſh Prince. Bede ſays it was given to St] 


Columba by Bridius King of the North P:i#sÞþ 
Biſhop Uſher (h) conſidering that Mi was af 
a great Diſtance from the Lands of the Br: 
tons and Picts, inclined to follow the Collecto 


of the Ulſter Annals, who ſays it was the Gitf 


of Conallus (our Hiſtorians except Fordon cal 


him Convallus) the Son of Congallus King of 
Dalrieda, or the Britiſh Scots. But to whom 
ſoever the Wand belonged at the coming of 
St. Colm, it might have been under the Juriſf 


diction of the Britiſh Scots in the Time of 
Colman; and tho' it had continued even the 
under the Picts, yet the Argument from it iÞ 


{till good, that Bede calls by the Name of Scoriy 
the Country of the Britiſh Scots. 
T RE venerable Bede ſometimes indeed men{4 


tions the Britiſh Scots with a Mark of Diſtin4 


PS  Etzonf 
(e) Miſſus a Scotia, Lib. 3. Cap. 25. (f) Lib. 4. Cap. 4. (8) 
Que quidem inſula ad jus quilem Britanniæ pertinet, non magni 


ab ea ſreto diſcreta. Bede Hiſt, Eccl, Lib. 3. Cap. 3. (h) Brit 


Eccle, Antiq. Page. 367. 
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cCiion, (i) Edan Rex Scottorum, ui Britanni- 


am inhabitaut: And ( Oſvwi Pictorum ac 
Scottorum gentes, que Septentrionales Britan- 


niæ partes tenent maxima ex parte Domuit. 
And in like Manner he ſometimes ſpeaks of 
the Iriſh Scots with a Reſtriction: As (J) Quo 
tempore plurima pars Scottorum in Hiberma, 

G non nulla etiam de Brittonibus in Britannia 
) Rationabile & Hccleſiaſticum Paſchalis ob ſer- 
vantiæ Tempus, Domino donante, ſuſcepit. But 
for the moſt Part, he underſtands both the 
Britiſh and Iriſh Scots: And, unleſs this be 
| ſuppoſed, Bede has been altogether ſilent con- 
| cerning the Religion and ſacred Rites of the 
4 Britiſh Scots, in many Places, when his Sub- 
ol ject neceſſarily required the mentioning of 
ith them; which no Body can think he would, or 


could have done. Thus, for Example, when 


(in) he gives an Account of the Diſpute con- 


cerning Eaſter in the Synod of Srreaneſchalch, 


he brings in M ilfred ſaying: Uno ac non diver- 
ih fo tempor ordine geri comperimus, preter hos 
(Scottos) tantum & obſtinationis eorum com- 


plices, Pictos dico & Brittones, cum quibus de 


duabus ultimis oceani inſulis, his non totis (for 


the ſouthern 1r:/þ agreed with the Romaniſts ) 
contra totum orbem ſtulte pugnent. Here none 


in the whole World are ſaid to agree with the 


Scotti in the Obſervation of Eaſter but only 


the Pidis and Britons: Now the Britiſh Scots, 
beyond all Contraverſy, were 1 long 
JJ ã ĩͤ v ĩ ĩͤ EEE 


()) Lib. 1. Cap. 34. () 2. Cap. 5: (ö) Lib. 5. Cap. 16. (m) 
Lib. 3. Cap. 25. 1 
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before that Time, and did obſerve Eaſter after | 


the {ame Soong oe with the Pils, Britons and 

Triſh: Nay, Colman and his Clergy, who ma- 
naged the Diſpute againſt Vilfred, were Britiſh 
Scots, having come from IJcolmbill, therefore 
it neceſſarily follows, that by Scotti, Bede un- 
derſtood both the Scors in Britain and Ireland. 
And when he diſtinguiſhes (2 between /epter- 


trionalis Scottorum Provincia, and gentes Sco- }y 


torum in auſtralibus Hiberniæ inſulæ partibas, 
it is plain that by the firſt, he not only means 
the North of Jrelaud, but the weſtern Scotiſh 
Hands, and the other Parts of Britain inha- 


| bited by the Scots. For he tells us there; That ö 


the northern Province of the Scots obſerved 
Eaſter contrary to the Cuſtom of the Roman 
Church, whereas the ſouthern Parts of the 
Iſland Ireland, had learned long before to ob- 
ſerve that Feſtival canonically. And again (o) 
he ſays, that King Oſald demanded a Biſhop 


from the (northern) Province of the Scots, 


and yet in other Places he ſays, that Biſhop 
Aidan was ſent from Hy:, which clearly proves 
that Hyi was in the northern Province of the 
Scots. os 
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(u) Lib, 3. Cap. 3. (0) Lib. 3. Cap. 5. 


: | | 0 
j CHAP. VL ED, 4 
| ya AT Aidan, Finan, Colman, &c. 7 
| $9 bogs were properly Biſhops and Dioceſan 0 
* > BM Biſhops too, was demonſtrated by the 
1 the plaineſt and moſt evident Teſti- X 
LJ monies and Authorities; and yet ſuch is the : 
Power of Prejudice, that the Viudicaton ſays, j 


' The downright contrary is to be inferred from 
them. As he has repreſented the Arguments 
of his Antagoniſt with Diſadvantage, and ſet 
them in a very dark Light, fo he hath ex- 
preſſed the Reaſons of his own ſurpriſing As- 
ſertion with ſo much Obfcurity, and thrown 
them down in ſo perplexed a Manner, that it 
will not be eaſy to underſtand and diſtinguiſh 
them. However [I ſhall endeavour to reduce 
them to ſome Method, and take care not to 
omit the leaſt Thing, that he ſeems but to in- 
} finuate. fn. © 
Hs Firſt Reaſon is this: Bede (p) affirms, 
That 4% the Monaſteries of the Pitts and at- 
moſt all theſe of the northern Scots were ſub- 
ject to the Monaſtery of Hy1---, and that this 
' Ifland was ever wont to have for its Gover- 
nour an Abbot in Prieſts Orders, to whoſe fu. 
' riſaiftion both all the Province, and alſo the 
very Biſhops after an unuſual Manner ought to 


be ſubect, according to the Example of the firſt 4 
| EE E mr 1 


(ep) Lib. 3. Cap. 4. 1 
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Teacher who was not a Biſhop, but a Monk iu 
Prieſts Orders. Now Aidan was a Monk of 


Hyi, and was ſent ( Miſs eſt) from this Wand 


by the College of theſe Monks to inſtruct the 


Engliſh in the Chriſtian Faith: Therefore 250 


it be ſaid that he got the Degree of 4 Biſhop, 
tho he be called Epiſcopus Antiſtes and Ponti- 
fex, yet that could not be underſtood in a Dioce- 
ſan Senſe, he being Ordained and Sent, not Con- 
ſecrated, as our Author unfairly tranſlates 
tt----, It is plain that as Segenius the Abbot 
who ſent Aidan was a Presbyter, fo behoved 
the College of Monks who concurred with the 
Abbot in the Miſſion to be of the Order of 
Presbyters, and not Dioceſan Biſhops, other- 
wiſe thoſe of leſſer Dignity muſt have been of 
ſaperior Order to the Abbot, and yet they are 
reckon'd inferior and aſſiſting to him. 

In anſwer to theſe Things, I ſhall, firſt, ſhew 
that the Titles of Epiſcopus, Autiſtes and Pon- 
tife are ſufficient to prove that Aidan was a 
Biſhop. | i Tio irs al hong 
24h, That he and his Succeſſors in the 


Biſhopric of Liudisfaru, together with the | 
other Biſhops that were conſecrated by them, 
E thoſe Acts which they never did [ 


before they were Biſhops, and which were 
never done in that or the preceding Ages by 
any mere Presbyter. 3 
3Zaly, That tho' Aidan was ſent from the 
Monaſtery of Hyi, yet that he was not conſe- 
crated by Segenius the Abbot, and thoſe of 
e on Pa 
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3 3 
the ſenior Monks, who were only in Prieſt's 


Orders. 
Af, That the great and unuſual Power of 
the Abbot of Hi can have no Influence upon 
the preſent Argument. Firſt, I ſay, the Titles 


of Epiſcopus, Antiſtes and Pontifex, are ſuffi- 


cient Proofs that Aidan was truly and proper- 
ly a Biſhop. It is uncontroverted, That in 
the ſeventh and eighth Centuries, the Office 


of a Biſhop was ſuperior to that of a Prieſt 


over all the Chriſtian World, both in the 
Greek and Latin, Eaſtern and Weſtern Chur- 
ches, except amongſt the Scozs: And it is as 


unqueſtionable, That all the Writers of thoſe 


Ages, when they uſe the Word Epiſcopus, do 


mean by it the higheſt Order: Neither do 
any of them diſtinguiſh more nicely between 


to mention all the Inſtances he gives of Per- 


ſons, who were firſt ordained Prieſts, and af- 
terwards Biſhops: Even when he fpeaks of 


the Engliſh Archbiſhops, he very often gives 


them no other Title but that of Fpz/copus ; 


neither does he call any by the Deſignation of 


Autiſtes or Pontifex, but theſe who were pro- 


perly Biſhops. If the Vindicator will reply, 


That Aidan, Finan, &c. are called fo, and 
yet were no Biſhops; this will be plainly a 
Begging of the ons and no leis can 
8 2 . ſerve 


a rr and Presbyter, Biſhop and Prieſt 
ede does all along; and I challenge any 
Man to ſhew me where he ſo much as once 
confounds the Orders. It would be tedious 
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ſerve his Purpoſe but an Inſtance, where the 


venerable Author gives theſe Titles to one 


that was undoubtedly a ſimple Presbyter: And 


this, I am ſure, none is able to do. Wherefore 


ſince Aidan is, I cannot tell how often, deſign- 


ed Reverendiſſimus Autiſtes, Pontifex and Epi 


copus, ſince he is four Times called Autiſtes, and 
eight times Epiſcopus in one Chapter, £26. 3. Cap. 


14. Since he is called () firſt Biſhop of Lindiſ 
Faru, in relation to one of his Succeſſors Eata, 
who was ordained by Theodore Archbiſhop of 


Canterbury, and by Conſequence was a proper 
Dioceſan Biſhop; it follows neceſſarily, That A4;- 


dan muſt have been reckon'd by Bede, a Biſhop 
in the ſame Senſe that he calls Zataa Biſhop, or 
Byrinus, Agelbertus, Wini, Cuthbertus, &c. 
who were all of the Romiſoꝰ Communion, and 
were without controverſy Dioceſan Biſhops. 


2aly, The Scottiſh Biſhops of Hoh land, 


and thoſe who were educated, and ordained 
Biſhops by them, performed all thoſe Acts, 


which the Biſhops of the Romiſh Communion 


performed, and which, by the Principles of 
that and the former Ages, were reſerved to 
Biſhops only, and were not done by them- 


ſelves, before they were advanced to that De- 


gree. They formed Churches, they exerciſed 


Authority over the inferior Clergy, they or- 
dained Bz/hops, Prieſts and Deacons, they con- 


ſecrated Abeſſes, they excommunicated Offen- 


ders, and commanded Obedience to their 
5 e Cen. 
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Cenſures. Thus Aidan (r) being judged wor- 
thy of the Office of a Biſhop, and having recei- 
ved the Degree of a Biſhop, was ſent to con- 
vert the Northrumbrians : He fixed his Epiſ- 
copal Seat in Holy-Ifland; there he had his 
ordinary Reſidence with his Clergy, there he 
founded allo a Monaſtery, and (/) the Abbot 
and his Monks were ſubject to him, juſt as the 
Monaſteries in Kent were under Archbiſhop 
Auguſtin. We find the Presbyters called his 
Presbyters; weare told in one Place, (f) That 
when he was invited to Dine with the King, 
he always took with him one or two of the 
Clergy: And in another Place, () That being 
to Dine in the Palace, the King was juſt then 
returned from Hunting, and remembring that 
a little before he had rebuked the Biſhop for 
giving to a poor Man a fine Horſe, which he 
| had gifted him; the King taking his Sword 
from his Side, and giving it to one of his Ser- 
 vants, fell down at the Biſhop's Feet begging. 
his Pardon: Upon which the good Biſhop fell 
a weeping, and one of his Presbyters, whom 
according to his Cuſtom he had brought with 
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| him, Presbyter ſinus, asked the Reaſon in the | 
FT Scottiſh Language. And in like manner Bi— 4 
3 a 


(r) Dignum Epiſcopatu. Accepto gradu Epiſcopatus. Lib. 3. Cap. 
5. () Siquidem a Temporibus Antiquis ibidem & Epiſcopus cum 1 
clero, & Abbas ſolebat manere cum Monachis, qui tamen & ipſi ad il 
curam Epiſcopis familiariter pertinebant. Quia nimirum Aidan, qui ö 
primus ejus loci Epiſcopus fuit, cum Monachis illuc & ipſe Monachus \ 
adveniens, Monachicam in eo Converſationem inſtituit, quomods & | 
prius beatus Pater Auguſtinus in Cantia feciſſe noſcitur. Lib. 4. | 
Cap. 27. (t) Lib. 3. Cap. 5. (u) Lib. 3. Cap. 14. 
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ſhop Colman is ſaid by Bede Lib. 3. Cap. 25. 
to have come with his Clergy, cum Clericis | 
ſais, to the Synod at V hitby. Biſhop Ai- 
dan redeemed many that had been fold as 
Slaves, and made them his Diſciples, and (v) 
advanced ſome of them to Prieſts Orders. He 
(x) conſecrated Herin Abbeſs, which was an 
Epiſcopal Act as much reſerved, in thoſe 
Days, to Biſhops, as Ordination or Confir- 
mation. . , 3 
To Aidan ſucceeded (y) Finan in his Bi- 
ſhopric: And (>) in his Stead he received the 
Degree of Epiſcopacy. Peada (a) King of the 
Middte- Angles was baptized with all his Cour- | 
tiers and Soldiers by Finan; and from this | 
Biſhop he got four Prieſts to inſtruct and bap- | 
tize the reſt of his Subjects: Afterwards 
Druma a Scotſman, one of theſe Four, was or- | 
dained by man, Biſhop of the Middle-An- | 
ges and the Mercians: For, ſaith Bede (6), 
tbe ſmall Number of Prieſts made it neceſſary 
170 fet one Biſhop over both thoſe Countries. | 
The ſame Biſhop Finan (c) baptized alſo Seg- 
bert King of the Faſt Saxons, with all his At- 
tendants; and Segbert defiring ſome Prieſts 
might be ſent with him into his Kingdom, to 
inſtru& and baptize the reſt of his People, 
„ Ceada, 
(v) Lib. 3. Cap. 5. e prima Fœminarum fertur in Provin- 
cn en en gh ur oF toms poetry Ne 
nſecrante A1dano Epiſcopo, ſuſcepiſſe, Lib. 4. Cap. 23. 
| Succeſſit ei in 33 25 th oy N 8 . Na 155 3: 0 
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Cedd, one of the Four Prieſts, who had con- 
verted the Mzddle-Angles, was ordered, with 
another Prieſt, to travel with the King into 
his Country, where, having converted many 
to the Chriſtian Faith, Cedd returned to Lin- 
disfarn, to conſult Biſhop Fiuan, and receive 


| farther Directions from him: The Biſhop be- 


ing informed of his Succeſs, taking to his Aſli- 
ſtance other Two Biſhops, ordained him Biſhop 


of the Faſt-Saxons. And Bede (d) ſpeaking of 


the ſame Cedd, and his Three Brothers, Cym- 


Hl, Cenlin and Ceadda; ſays, Two of them 
(Cedd and Ceadda) attained to the Honour of 
the High Prieſthood, ſummi ſacerdotii gradn 
functi ſunt (e), Cedd having thus received the 
Character of a Biſhop, returned to his Pro- 
vince; and his Authority being thus enlarged, 
he proceeded to finiſh the Work he had be- 

gun: Now he formed Churches; now he or- 


dained Prieſts and Deacons to aſliſt him in 


preaching and baptizing; which he neither 

did, nor could have done before, when he 
was only a Presbyter, Since I am ſpeaking of 
this excellent Prelate, it will not be amis to 
give one remarkable Inftance by which he ex- 
preſſed his Epiſcopal Authority (F). One of 
King Segbert's Courtiers was engaged in an 


To . 


a 8 


(d) Lib. 3. C. 23. (e) Fecit eum Epiſcopum in gentem oriewt alum 
Saxonum vocatis ad ſe in miniſte rium ordinationis alits duobus Fpiſcopis. 
Qui accepto gradu Epiſcopatus rediit ad provinciam & major aut horitate _ 
ceptum opus explens, fecit per loca Eccleſias, Presbyteros & Di iconos or- 
dinavit, qui ſein verbo fidei ex miniſterio baptizandi adjuvarent, Libs 
3. C. 22. (f) Lib. 3. C. 22. „„ 


* 
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unlawful Marriage: The Biſhop having uſed | 


his Admonitions and Commands to no Pur- 
oſe, at laſt proceeded to the Sentence of 
Pxcommunication againſt him, and did forbid 


all under his Paſtoral Care to go to his Houle, 


or to cat with him. The King deſpiſed the 


Biſhop's Command, and, being invited by the 


Courtier, went to his Houſe, and was enter- 
tained by him. As the King was returning, 
the Biſhop met him; at the Sight of whom 
the King being terrified, he alighted from his 
Horſe, and falling down at the Feet of the Bi- 
ſhop, who was alſo diſmounted by this Time, 


he begged Pardon for his Offence. The Bi- 
ſhop being angry, touched the King, as he was 
lying in that Poſture, with the Rod which he 
had in his Hand; and making ule of his Epiſ- 


copal Authority (Pontifical: authoritate prote- 
ſtans) beſpoke him after this Manner: tell 


* thee, becauſe thou wouldſt not decline to 
go to the Houſe of that debauch'd and 
* graceleſs Man, thou ſhalt loſe thy Life in 


his Houſe: ” Which fell out accordingly. 


It would be tedious to infiſt upon Colman the 


third Biſhop of Liudisfarn, or Cellach, and 


the other Biſhops, who were either Scots, or 


conlecrated by the Scots. Now nothing is 


more plain, not only from Bede, but all the 
contemporary Writers, than that the ſupreme 
Government of the Church, Ordination, Se. 
were always reſerved to the Biſhop. And it 
is impoſſible for any Man to ſhew me any Act 


of 
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3 
of Epiſcopal Power exerted by Tuda, Eata, 
Cuthbert, &c. Biſhops of the Roman Com- 
munion, which was not allo exerciſed b 
' their Predeceſlors the Scotiſh Biſhops of Holy 
 Jſiand, and their Diſciples, that had been ad- 


Þ vanced by them to the High Prieſthood. And 


as they were truly and properly Biſhops, ſo 
they were Dioceſan Biſhops. Aidan, Finan 
and Colman had for their Dioceſs the whole 
Kingdom of the Northumbrians: Diurna and 
| his Succeſſor Cellach had under their Juriſdi- 
ction both the Mercians and Middle- Angles : 
| Cedd was over the whole Country of the Eaſt 
Þ Saxons: And his Brother Ceadda was Biſhop = 
of Zork. 8 1 „%% Se no 
3dly, THo' Aidan was lent from the Mo- 


1 naſtery of Hi, yet he was not ordained or 


conſecrated Biſhop by S:genzzs the Abbot, 


and thoſe of the ſenior Monks, who were 


Things are very true: But then their being 
| {ent by the Scote, and by the Monks of 1colm- 


only in Prieſts Orders. It is indeed very true, 
that Bede lays, Aidan was tent from Hyi, by 
the College of Monks, to convert the Eug- 
lh, after he had received the Degree of a 
| Biſhop (g). Finan allo was ordained aud 
| ſent by the Scots. (h) Colman, after his Death, 
| was {ent from Scotland: (i) He is called a Bi- 
ſhop of, or from, Scotland : And, the Scots 
(k) ſent him Biſhop to Lindisfarn. All theſe 


O 


kill, 


LES 5 
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Kill, will never prove, that thoſe Biſhops were 


conſecrated and ordained by the Abbot, and 


thoſe of his Monks, who were mere Presby- 
ters. King Segbert, after his Converſion, en- 


treated King Oſi to give him ſome Doctors or 


Teachers, who might convert and baptize his 
Subjects. Of (J) ſending to the Province of 
the Mzddle- Angles, called to him the Man of 


God, Cedd; and, having given him another 


Prieſt for his Aſſiſtant, ſent them to preach 
the Goſpel to the Eaft-Saxons. Now, I hope, 
the Ynaicator will not pretend, that King O/- 
wi conferred Prieſts Orders upon Cedd and 


his Collegue, tho' Bede ſays expreſly they were 
ſent by him. Nothing was more ordinary 
than for one Prince to deſire the Favour from 
another, that ſuch a Man ſhould be ſent to him to 


be a Biſhop in his Kingdom; but {till the Conſe- 


cration was performed by the Eccleſiaſtical 


Governors, who alone did claim, and were 


inveſted with that Power. 


Tres ſole Queſtion therefore muſt be, Who 
were the Ordainers of the Biſhops of Holy 


Iſland? If the ſeniores or majores natu, from 


whom King Ofwald demanded a Biſhop, were 
the Lay-Governors, it 1s certain, they never 


did, nor could ordain Aidan. All they could 


do, was only ſo to order Matters, that he 


might be ordained by ſuch as had Power to 


confer Epiſcopal Orders. If they were the 
Clergy, what hinders ſome of them to have 


been 
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been Biſhops 7 Nothing is more plain, than 5 
that Biſhops have been called Senzores by Ter- 


tullian and others, and Majores natu by Fir- 


milian, or rather St. Cyprian, who, as appears 
by the Stile, ſeems to have tranſlated his Let- 
ter. The Vindicator has not followed Mr. 
Rule, who cited the Words of Tertullian, 
Preſident probati quiq; ſeniores, to eſtabliſh 

Ruling or Lay-Elders: He hath choſen rather 


(in) to ſhelter himſelf under the Authority of 


Sir Peter King, who brings this as a Proof, 
that Presbyters preſided in Church Conſiſtories 
together with the Biſhop, and compoſed the exe- 
cutibe Part of the FEccleſfiaſtic Court, from 
whence it was called the Presbytery. I never in- 
deed {aw that Book; and, tho' it be very highly 
valued by ſome of our Presbyterians here, yet 


I have been aſſured by very good Judges, that 


they do not conſult the Honour of that lear- 


ned Lawyer, who make him the Author of it. 


But whoſoever wrote it, I muſt beg Leave 
to ſay, That Tertullian (u) in that Place, is not 
treating of Church Conſiſtoriesi; there he in- 
deed gives an Account of the publick Wor- 
ſhip and the Aſſemblies for Divine Service, in 


| which, he ſays, Præſedent probati quique ſeniores, 


z. e. the Biſhops. No Body that regards his 


| Reputation, and hath ever read Tertullian can 
deny, but the Church was govern'd by Bi- 


ſhops in his Days: And therefore thoſe who 


[- preſided in the publick Aſſemblies for Worſhip 


muſt 


(m) Vindicat. P. 26. (n) Apolog. C. 39, 


76 


muſt have been the Biſhops. Vet at the ſame 
time I will acknowledge, that the Words pro- 
bati ſeniores may, in a ſecondary Senſe, com- 


prehend the Prieſts alſo, who in dependance 


upon their Biſhop, and eſpecially in his Ab- 
ſence, may be juſtly enough ſaid to preſide in 


the publick Offices of Religion. But this makes 


nothing for the Vindicator, who beats the Air, 
and fights with a Shadow, when he fancies þ 
that his Adverſary thought, none but Biſhops 
were amongſt the majores natu, or Members 
of the Conventus ſeniorum, which ordained, 


and ſent Aidan to be Biſhop of Liudicfarn. 
All he intended by ſaying, Senzores was the 
very Word by which Tertullian deſigns Biſhops, 
was to obviate the common Fallacy, that none 


of the Monks of Icolnkill were above the Or- 
der of Prieſts, becauſe they are called /eno7es | 
S mapores natu. It is not only highly pro- 
bable, but ſeems to me evident, that there | 
were Biſhops preſent at that Meeting, by whom 
Aidan was conſecrated. 


Berors I proceed to prove this, I muſt Þ 


firſt take notice of a mannerly Compliment, 
which the Vindicator beſtows upon his Anta- 


goniſt in theſe Words. © Aidan being ordain- 


« ed and ſent, not c nſecrated, as our Author 
« unfairly tranſlates it. Bede ſpeaking of Ai 


4 dan (0) ſays, Ipſum efſe dignum HEpiſcopatu, 
i ipſum ad erudiendos incredulos © indottos | 
„ mitts debere decernunt ---- ficque lum ordi- | 

5 e e eee, 


— — 


5 (0) Lib. 3, C. 8 


— 1 1 


1 +27 1 
4 « hautes, ad prædicaudum mi ſeruut 5 The 


|. Vindicator is at pains to tell us, Aida was a 


2 Prieſt before, and what then can be the Mean- 
ing of this Word Ordmantes, but that they 
: conſecrated him a Biſhop, of which Office they 
had firſt declared him worthy. Certainly to 
ordain a Biſhop imports the very fame thing 


& 
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that the Conſecration of a Biſhop ſignifies : 


And I can aſſure the Vindicator, that the Word 
Con ſecrated was not choſen by his Adverſary 
out of any Deſign, for there could be none; 
but only it dropt accidentally from his Pen, 
as being the moſt common and ordinary Ex- 
preſſion for the Ordination of a Prelate - And 
why might not any Body both fairly and pro- 
perly tranſlate the Verb ordzno to conlecrate, 
eſpecially when Bede uſes it almoſt continual- 
ly, when he gives us an Account of the Con- 
ſecration of the Biſhops and Archbiſhops, that 
were of the Roman Communion. Does he 
not ſay of Archbiſhop Auguſtin, (p) Ab Archie- 
' piſcopo ejuſdem civitatis Archiepsſcopus gents 
Anglorum ordinatus eff, So (q) Archbiſhop 
Auguſtin conſecrated (ordinavit) two Biſhops 
Mellitus and Juſtus. He alſo had (7) conſe- 
crated (ordinaverat) Laurentius. Both Words 
are made uſe of ſometimes, as (/) when heis 
ſpeaking of Honorms's Conſecration: And five 
or fix Inſtances are to be found Lib. 3. . 
= 5 where 


5 (p) Lib. 1. C. 27. (q) L. 2. Cit. (JL. 2. U. 4. ( Qui ordinan= 


dus venit ad Paulinum, & —Squintus av Auguſtino Dorovernenſis 
. . ' NO 
Eccleſia conſecratus eſt Antiſtes. Lib. 2. C. 18. 


E 1 
where the Words are Eben us'd by 
the venerable Author. Nay for once he en 
preſſes himſelf by conſecro, he makes uſe of 
the other Word fix Times at leaſt. It is there- 
fore very ſtrange, that any, who has but look'd| ? 
ſuperficially into Bede; could infer from the}. 
Word Ordino, by which the Conſecration of 
the Biſhops of Lindisfarn is expreis'd; that 
theſe were not truly ordain'd Biſhops, but on- 
ly ſent as Commiſſioners or SuperintendantsÞ' 
by the Monks and Abbots of Icolmbill. And 
it was chiefly to expoſe the Weakneſs. of this 
Inference, that I have given my ſelf the Trouble 
to conſider this other ingenious and civil Cri- 
ticiſm of our. Author. 0 
IJ come now to the main Queſtion, vi. by 

whom the Scotiſh Biſhops of Lindisfarn were 
ordained or conſecrated. And firſt, it ſeems 
highly reaſonable to think that they were or- 
dain'ed by Biſhops; becauſe the Power of 
ordaining Prieſts, and much more Biſhops, by 
the Principles of that Age, was confin'd to 
thoſe of the higher Order; neither can our] 
Adverſaries themſelves deny, but that it was 
che univerſal Practice of all the other Church- þ 
es in the World, for Biſhops only to conſe- 

_ crate Biſhops. Beſides if Aidan, Finan, Sc. 
had receiv'd their Commiſſion or Miſſion (call 
it what ye will) from mere Presbyters, is it to 
be conceiv'd, that thoſe of the Roman Com- 
munion would have own'd them as Biſhops, 

and their Epiſcopal Acts as valid? Lenny 
5 5 they 
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by they would have made more Noiſe about that, 
* and deſervedly too, than about their Rites and 
of 1 Ceremonies, which were different from thoſe 
e. of the Romaniſis: And yet nothing like to this 
24,7 can be found. What ſhould make it impro- 
hel bable, that Aidan was conlecrated by Biſhops, 
of if there were at that "Time Biſhops in the 
at | Northern Province of the Scots, to which King 
n Ofwald lent for a Biſhop, and over which the 
1th Abbot and Monks of Hi exerciſed Juriſdi- 
T | me 5 
J have already prov'd, that the Northern 
Jeb: Province of the Scots contain'd not only the 
ri- Northern Parts of Ireland, but all the Country 
of the British Scots, and Sir James Dalrymple 
by ! is of the ſame Mind: Now nothing can be 
4 


more plain, than that there were Biſhops in 
ms]! that Northern Province, when Aidan was 
or- ordained and ſent to O/fwald. This hapned 
Au. Dom. 634; for (t) Biſhop Colman, after 
the famous Diſpute at Srreaneſthalch Anno 664, 
left Holy Ifland and return'd to Wi; and the 
Biſhopric of the Scots in Northumberland con- 
tinued only 30 Years, which, if we ſubſtract 
from 664, it will appear that Aidan went to 
L iudisfarn Anno 634. Now we have very good 
Authority that there were Biſhops amongſt the 
Northern Scots before, and about that Time. 
Ihe Letter of Laurentius, Mellitus and Ju- 
| ftas, was written to the Scotiſh Biſhops in the 
Beginning of, if not before, the Year 610; 
RR 5 . Which 


2 
— 


- (1) 116-37Cc26, 


1 


55 which was the Eighth of the Emperor Phocas : 


For (2) this Year Mellitus was at Rome after 
the writing of the Letter. Suppoſe then, that 
the Letter was written no ſooner than the Be- 


ginning of the Year 610; it is evident it was 
written 24 Years before Azdan's Ordination. 


Now this Letter was addreſs'd to the Biſhops 
and Abbots over all Scotia, at the Time when 
they obſerved Eaſter and other Rites contra- þ 
ry to the Cuſtoms of the Roman Church; and 
Dagamus the Biſhop, and Columbanus the Rb- 
bot mentioned in it, carried Things ſo far, 
that they refus'd both to communicate and con- 
verſe with the Romani/ts: Which ſhews plain- | 


5 ly that there were Biſhops in both the Pro- 


vinces of the Scots, even before the Southern 


Parts of Ireland conformed to the Roman 
Church (*), which was the Effect of Pope Ho- 


norius's Letter, and by conſequence not at the 
ſooneſt, before the Lear 626. 
AGAIN, the Letter of Pope John IV. to 


ſome Scotiſh Biſhops, Sc. Was written by him, 


when he was as yet only elect, and therefore 
Anno 640, that is 6 Years after Aidau's Ordi- 
nation, and 11 before the Conſecration of F- 


nam: It is clear from the former Citation, and 


many other Places of Bede, that the Southern 


Scots had embrac'd the Roman Rites before 


Aidan left Icolmkill; and therefore Thom ia- 


11 1, 


(u . . . 4. (x) Gentes Scottorum, que in auſtrialibus Hiber- 


niæ partibus morabantur, jamdudum ad admonitionem Apoſiolica ſedis 


antiſtitis paſcha canonico ritu obſervare didicerunt. L. 3. C. 3. 


S 
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nus, Columbanus, Chromanus, Dimanus and 
Bathanus, were Biſhops of the Northern Pro- 


| vince; whether all of them were in Jrelaud or 


in Scotland, or ſome of them in the one Coun- 
try, and ſome in the other, is not material: 
They muſt have been all ſubject to the Abbot 
and Monaſtery of Hi, becaute Biſhops of the 
Northern Province. And that they belong'd 


to it, appears from the Letter itſelf, where 
John regretes that he found ſome in their 
Province obſerved Eaſter not after the manner 
| of the Church: And yet ſome Years before, 
all the Southern Scots had conform'd to Rome. 
Þ Beſides, it is agreed amongſt all, that Segzanns 
Was the {ame with Jzgenzus, who was Abbot 
| of Hi, when Aidan was ordained, and he 
with Cromanus, Hermannus, Lauſtranus and 
| Stellanus, who were all Abbots, are called 
Prieſts, to diſtinguiſh them from Saranus, and 
the other Scotiſh Abbots that were not in 
Prieſts Orders: Now Segenius was in the 


Northern Province, and by conſequence all 
the five Biſhops to whom the Pope's Letter is 
addreſs'd belong'd to the ſame Province, and 


were ſubject to him according to Bede. But 


what needs more? Does not the famous Paſ- 
ſage, upon which they found their Fiction, 


demonſtrate that there were Biſhops in the 
Northern Province of the Scots, and under the 
| Juriſdiction of the Abbot of Icolnkill? Habere 
autem ſolet ipſa inſula Rectorem ſemper Abbatem 

PVreolyterum, cujus guri & omnis provincia, © 


© + 
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ipſi etiam Epiſcopi, ordine inuſitato debeant eſſe 
ſubjetti, &c. Pray, what was the Uſe of thoſe 


Biſhops, if it was not to perform the Acts of 


the Epiſcopal Office, eſpecially thoſe, which, 


by the Principles of the Catholic Church, and | 
the undoubted Practice of that Age, were re- 
ſerv'd to Biſhops, the Succeſlors of the Apoſtles? | 
If thoſe Biſhops had been nothing but Super- | 
intendants, Commiſſioners or Viſitors of the þ 


Church, without a regular or formal Conſe- 


cration; where was the Wonder, that they 


ſhould be under the Power, and ſubject to the] 
Juriſdiction of him, or them, whoſe Delegates Þ 
they were, and from whom they recety'd their? 
Commiſſions? Lay all theſe Things together; 
and J hope, it will abundantly appear, that there 
were proper Biſhops in the Northern Province 
of the Scots, the Clergy and Monaſteries of | 
which were ſubject to the Monaſtery of Wi. 
And therefore who can doubt, ſince Ofwald þ 
_ fought a Biſhop ( from the Province of the | 
Scots, but that the Biſhops were preſent at the 
Meeting, where Aidan was declared worthy | 
of the Epiſcopal Dignity and thereafter conſe- | 


crated? 


Bur this is not all, we have poſitive Evidence, 
and a plain and direct Proof that the Scorzhh 
Ordination of Biſhops was perform'd by thoſe} 
of the fame Order, and not by Prieſts. Bede | 


— 


(y) Lib. 3. C. g. Cum de Provincia Scotorum Rex Oſwaldus poſfu- ö 


laſſer Aniijinem, 


ren 
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| (=) ſays, That the venerable Biſhop Cedd was 


ordain'd by the Scots, as he had formerly ſhown : 


Nou in the Place to which he refers we are 
| aſſur'd, (2) That Finan the Scotiſh Biſhop of 
Lindisfarn made Cedd Biſhop of the Eaſi Sa- 


xons, having taken two other Biſhops to aſſiſt 


him in the Conſecration. From which plain 


and poſitive Inſtance it follows neceſſarily, that 


! the Scotiſp Way of ordaining Biſhops was by 


three Biſhops, according to the firſt Apoſtolic 
Canon and the fourth Canon of the Council 
of Nice. And if Finan obſerv'd the canonical 
Way of conſecrating Biſhops, what ſhould hin- 
der us to think that he himſelf and his Prede- 
ceſſor Aidan were conſecrated at Hi after the 


| fame manner? Juſt ſo we find that another 


of the Diſciples of the Scots, Ceadda the Bro- 


ther of Cedd, was conſecrated Biſhop by Wini 


and two Britiſh Biſhops, who obſerved Eaſter 


not according to the Roman Way; whence we 


may ſee, not only the Romaniſis, but even the 
Scots and Britons ordain'd Biſhops not by 


; Presbyters, but by thoſe of the higheſt Order, 


who alone were beliey'd to have that Power. 
TRE 4th Thing which I undertook to prove 


was, That the exorbitant-and unuſual Power 
of the Abbot and Monks of Mi can have no 
| Influence upon the preſent Argument. Tho' 
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(2) venerabilis Epiſcopus Cedda, Jamdudum ordinutus a Scotis, 
Lib. 3. C. 25. (a) Finanus fecit eum Epiſcopum in gente orientalium 
Saxonum, vocatis ad ſe in miniſterium ordinationis aliis duobus 


Epiſcopis, Lib. 3. Cap. 22. | 
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it were certain that Bede was not miſtaken 
concerning the great and far extended Juril- 
diction of the Abbot ; yet {till the Scotiſßh Bi- 
ſhops, that were under him, might, notwith- 


ſtanding, be true Biſhops; all Ordinations | 


might be perform'd by them, and the Orders | 


which they conferr'd might be juſtly receiv'd 


by other Churches as valid and canonical. We | 
have read of Princes who have extended the & 


Regale very far, and exerciſed as great a Ju- 
riſdiction over the Biſhops within their Domi- 


nions, as any Pope, Abbot or College of Monks | 


ever did or could do; and yet ſo long as the 
Biſhops were allow'd to govern their Clergy, 
tho' with unwarrantable Reſtrictions and Li- 


mitations; as long as they retained, and exer- | 


ciſed the Power of Ordination, and the other 


neceſſary and eſſential Parts of the Epiſcopal 


Office, they were truly and properly Biſhops, | 
and owned as ſuch by the neighbouring Chur- | 
ches, notwithſtanding they were reſtrain'd from | 
exerting all that Power, which by Divine In- 
ſtitution belong'd to their Order. How far | 
ſoever the Abbot of [colmkills Juriſdiction | 
was extended over the Biſhops of the Province, 
yet {till they were Biſhops, and it left them | 
| Juch; otherwiſe the celebrated Paſſage, on | 
which they found their fond Conceit, 1s down- | 
right Nonſenſe. The Writer of Mr. Sage's | 
Life had therefore very good Reaſon to fay, | 
That nothing could be concluded from thence, | 
but that a Biſhop, conſidered as a Monk, or 
KG i Pe = 
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a2 Member of that Na oe 0 was to be 
| ſubject to the Abbot or Superior of the So- 
ciety. And this was illuſtrated by a familiar 
Example. The great Doctor Fell, when Bi- 
ſhop of Oxford, was alſo Dean of Chriſt's 
Church, and thereby became ſubject to the Ju- 
riſdiction of the Vice-Chancellor, tho' only a 
| Prieſt, and perhaps one of his own Clergy. Ihe 
& Vindicator asks: Were the Biſhops of Lindiſ 
Faru no otherwiſe ſubject to the Monaſtery of 
| 4commkill, than the Head of a College, beco- 
| ming afterwards a Biſhop, muſt be ſubject to 
the juriſdiction of the Vice-Chancellor? No 
indeed, for any Thing he, or any Body elſe 
knows. But then he goes on with more Que- 
| ftions. & Were they not ordained and ſent. 
E by the Monaſtery to be Biſhops of that King- 
dom, and even then ſubject to the Mona- 
„ ftery? Will he alledge that any Heads of a 
College were ever ſent, ordained and con- 
| © ſecrated to be a Biſhop over any Dioceſs in 
England, and to continue ſubject to the 
| © Vice-Chancellor and Univerſity in that Bi- 
e ſhoprick? ” TI ſhall ſhow that there is no 
| Ground for any ſuch Dependance of the Bi- 
F ſhops of Lindisfarn upon the Monaſtery of 
| ſcolmkill; and tho' there had been, yet that, 
| notwithſtanding, they would have been true 
and proper Biſhops. Now let us ſuppole the 
' King of Pruſſia ſhould write to the Univerſity 2 
of Oxford to fend hima Biſhop, and that they, 4 
in a Convocation, ſhould pitch upon a fit Per- 


* 
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ſon, and deſire the Biſhop, who is juſt now 
the Head of a College, with the Aſſiſtance of 
two other Biſhops to conſecrate him. Nay let 

us ſuppoſe, that the Juriſdiction of the Uni- 
verſity extended ſo far over the Biſhops who | 
had receiv'd their Education and Degrees from | 
that famous and learn'd Body, that they were 

oblig'd to conſecrate thoſe whom the Univer- 
flity had thought worthy, and that the Biſhop 
thus choſen by the Univerſity and conſecrated 
by the Biſhops, Doctors of their Society, was 
bound to receive Inſtructions from the Uni- 
verſity in the Adminiſtration of his Office; yet 
even in this Caſe, the Church of Eng land 
would certainly own that Pruſſian Biſhop to 
be a true Biſhop, and his Epiſcopal Acts to be | 
valid. 1 5 ; in ar oO 

Bor why ſhould the Vindicator be angry, 

that his Antagoniſt doubted concerning the | 
Truth of this Relation? Was the venerable | 
Bede never miſtaken? has Sir Fames Dalrymple | 
never diſſented from him? Yes indeed, oftner | 
than once. Nay he takes the Freedom (6) 
| boldly to contradict him in a Story which hap- | 
ned in his own Time. Neither do we conclude | 

that Bede was miſtaken, becauſe it is not cer- | 
tain, but he might have been miſtaken. One Rea- | 
ſon why we may doubt concerning this unpre- | 
cedented and uſurped Authority of Monks, is | 
that no other Author takes notice of it either | 
amongſt the Scots or any other People. We | 
(b) Hiſt, Collact. Page 31, 33, 34. = REED 
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read indeed of ſome Monaſteries, before that 
Time, exempted from the Juriſdiction of their 
Biſhop ; but it can never be ſhown that they 


exerciſed Juriſdiction over their Dioceſans. 
Moreover, it does not appear from all, or any 
of the Accounts which Bede gives us concern- 
ing the Scotiſh Biſhops of Lindisfarn, that the 
Abbot or Monks of Hy: claimed or exerciſed 


any Power over them after they were inſtalled. 


On the contrary they form'd Churches, con- 

| ſecrated Abbeſſes, ordain'd Biſhops, Prieſts and 

' Deacons, govern'd their Clergy and inflicted 
Cenſures, without ſo much as conſulting or 
receiving [Inſtructions from their pretended 

| Conſtituents the Abbots and Monks of Icolhn- = 


kill. The Vindicator pretends, they could not 


expect the ordinary Concurrence of the Abbot 
aud College, becauſe of the Diſtance: But we 


find not any Veſtige of the leaſt Concurrence 


; 
[ 
| | 


ordinary or extraordinary; and I am ſure, the 


Abbot's Commands might have been tranſmit- 
ted more ealily and fately from Hy; to Holy 


Iſland, than from thence to the North of IJre- 


land, if we conſider the boiſterous Sea, and 


the Uncertainty of the Wind and Waves. 


# Neither can the Dependance of the Biſhops be 
' inferred from this, That they brought Hccle- 
flaſtics with them from Hyi, and others came 
afterwards to aſſiſt them in the Converſion of 

the Saxons ; Whence could they have got them 


except from Hi? The Country whither they 


had come was overrun with Paganiſm; and 
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fay that they could have made a Choice, 1s it 
not reaſonable to think, that they could be 


better pleas'd with their own Countrymen, 


Fellow-Monks, Friends and Acquaintances, 


than with Strangers? As little does it {eem to 
the purpoſe, that Ceollach and Colman retur- 


ned to Hyi, after they left their Biſhopracs. 


Whither ſhould they go rather than to their 


own Country and Monaſtery ? 
 Tarxxrs is yet another Argument which the 


Vindicator brings to prove, that Aidan was no 
more than a Presbyter. The Scots at the De- 
fire of Oſcald, had firſt ſent a Presbyter to 

bim, but this Man being of a ſevere Diſpoſi- 

tion returned Home unſucceſsful, and impu- F 
ted his want of Succeſs to the Indocility and 

Untractableneſs of the Saxons. Aidan, who was | 


preſent in the Aſſembly, made a Return to him, 


Tunc ait Aidanus (nam & iþſe concilio intere- 
rat) ad eum, de quo agebatur, Sacerdotem : 
Videtur mihi, Frater, quia durior juſto indoctis 


auditoribus fliſti, & . Quo audito, omnes qui 


conſedebant----, ipſum eſſe dignum Fpiſtopatu 
decernunt. © From which Text (faith the 
„ indicator) it is plain, That the Firſt who 


« was ſent, albeit he be termed Autiſtes, he 


( was but one of the Convention of the Elders, 


that Aidan who ſpake was no more but a 


* Sacerdos or Frater, and a Member of the | 
“ Council; and albeit choſen as worthy to be 
« ſent, ut dignus Epiſcopatn, yet he was but a | 


&* Presbyter, and choſen for his fitneſs by the 


+ Conſent | 
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Conſent of all who {at 7 the Council, and 
e js exprefled thus, Omnium qui conſedebant & 
e zpſum eſſe dignum Epiſcopatu, & c. which 
„ could be of no other Kind but Presbytera- 
„ tus, being granted by a Meeting of Presby- 

ters properly ſignified by the Terms, Con- 

| « ventus deniorum, concilium & conſeſſus om- 


”, The laſt Part has been already con- 


L futed ſufficiently, being nothing but his firſt 


| Argument repeted over again. As to the o- 


ther Part; I ſay, the Firit that was ſent to 
| Ofwald (whom Archbiſhop Sporſwood calls 


Cormanus, upon what Authority I know not) 


is no where called Artiſtes, and no where ſaid 


to be ordained a Biſhop : 'Tho' Ofivald deman- 
| ded a Þiſhop, yet it might have been thought 


I fit to try firſt the Succeſs by a Miſſionary, who 
| was only a Presbyter, as was practis'd at the 


| Converſion of the Midale-Aungles and Merci- 


ans. But let us ſuppoſe he was called Anti- 


ſtes: What, I pray you, is in this Text that 
| contradicts his being a Biſhop ? Sure it can be 
nothing elſe, but that he is deſigned Sacerdos, 


| and that Aidan addreſſes him by the: Compel- 


lation of Frater. Now he muſt be very little 
' acquainted with Bede's Stile, who does not 
know that he as well as all the other ancient 


Writers, uſe promiſcuouſly the Word Sacer- 
dos, both for a Biſhop and a Presbyter. And 
what more proper Compellation from one 


Monk to another than Frater? Nay, Woge 
| e e e 


1 
Suppoſition of the unprecedented Juriſdiction 
of the Abbot over the —_— Aidan could 
not have given him a more affectionate Title ; 
for that of Pater was certainly to be reſerved | 
to the ſovereign Abbot. After all that has been | 
ſaid upon this Subject, why may not one ask | 
theſe pertinent-Queſtions, which the Vindica- 
tor is pleaſed to call Bantring and Frivolous? | 
Were not Aidan, Finan and Colman Dioceſan }. 
Biſhops? King Ofwald having been inſtru- 
| Red in the Chriſtian Faith, and baptized by | 
the Scots, muſt needs be ſuppoſed to have been 
as much an Enemy to Epiſcopacy, and eſpe- 
cially Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, as they were: 
And therefore, how could it enter into his 
Thoughts to defire a Biſhop at all? Or, ft 
this could be accounted for, what could move | 
him to demand a Biſhop from thoſe, who he 
knew had none of that Order among them? | 
And if Aidan, a Man of moſt ſingular Piety | 
and Conduct, did fo far revolt from the Prin- 
ciples and Practices of his Mother Church, as | 
to become a Dioceſan Biſhop, why did the 
Scots, after his Death, conſecrate and ſend | 
Finan to ſucceed him in the ſame unlawful Þ 
Office; and again, after this Biſhop's Death, 
Colman? Certainly it is impoſſible to account | 
for all, or any one of theſe Things, upon the | 
Suppoſition, That the Scots were Enemies to | 
Dioceſan Epiſcopac ,s — 6 
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CHAP. VII 


at Tcolmkill, where their famous and toping 


Monaſtery was: Eſpecially ſince we are aſſured 
by that Prodigy of Learning the moſt Pious 
Archbiſhop Uſher (a) from the *U/ffer Annals, 


that Saint Columba the Founder and Abbot of 
that Monaſtery, was never without a Biſhop, 
who had his ordinary Reſidence with him. 
The Vindicator ſays ; The Archbiſhop's Autho- 
rity cannot ſupport the Matter, ſince there is 
not ſo much as one Inſinuation, far leſs a clear 


Proof from Bede, but only from the legendary 
Popiſh Annals of Ulſter, written in a 4 aud 
ignorant Time. I think I have made it appear 
"a Bede as clearly, that there were Scotiſb 
Biſhops, as that there were 1rz/h, Britiſh, or 
Engliſp. Nay, it is plain from Sir Fames's. 


darling Citation it ſelf: And not only ſo, but 


() the Biſhop of St. A/aph thinks the Mea- 


ning of it to be, that all the Province, i. e. all 
the Dioceſe of Mi, and even the Biſhops 


them ſelves of that Province or Dioceſe were 


fubject 70 the Abbot, He proves that 1t 1s fa» 


miliar 


(a) Brit. Eccle/. Antiq. Pag. 367. Lond. 1687. (b) Actount 
of Church Government, Pag. 176, 177, 178. 97] 
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miliar with Bede to call a Biſhop's Dioce ſe by 


the Name of a Province; and tho' one Dioceſe 


can have but one Biſhop at a Time, yet it may 
have many ſucceſſively; and in this Senſe he 


underſtands the Place. But whatever be in 


this, let the Words be taken in the largeſt 


Meaning they can bear, yet it will never fol- 


low from thence, that there was not a Biſhop | 


who ordinarily reſided at Icolmbill. I ac- } 


knowledge, the 'U//fer Annals contain many 


fabulous Things: But I hope all that the le- 


gendary Popiſh Writers relate is not to be re- 


jected as falſe, elſe a great deal of Sir James's 


Hiſtorical Collections will be ſupported by 


little or no Authority. Are there not many 
Pieces of curious Hiſtory to be learned from 


the Iriſh Annals? What does the Vindicator 


think of the (c) Account they give of the firſt | 


ten Abbots of Hi, and which agrees very 


well. with the ancient Writers? We have | 
Reaſon not to believe them, when contrary to | 
our Hiſtories, they would rob us of our an- 
_ cient Kings and Biſhops to promote the Ho- 


nour of their own Country: But they could 


have no imaginable Deſign in telling, That St. 


Columba kept always a Biſhop, who had his 


ordinary Reſidence with him. Neither is 
there the leaſt Ground to disbelieve this Rela- 


— Apud Ulher Brit. Antiq. Page 367. 


tion, except the Monbiſpb Dream of two or three 
late Popiſh Writers, who have aſſerted that the 


Scorswere converted to Chriſtianity, and their 
Tu . Church 
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Church governed by Monks, without Biſhops, 
many Years before Monkery was in the World, 
and much longer {till before it reached Scotland. 
I do allo think it very probable, that the 
Biſhop of yz was one of the Six Biſhops 
who ſubſcribed to the Canons of the Nor- 


| thumbrian Synod Anno 785 or 787. It is cer- 


tain there were at moſt but Four Sees at that 


& Time in all the Northumbrian Kingdom; and 


| the learned Antiquaries are of Opinion, that 


| ſome of the Scotiſh Biſhops were preſent 


there. Since therefore one of them ſigns A. 


| dulphus Epiſcopus Myienſis Eccleſiæ, and there 
is no ſuch Place either in England or Scotland, 
is it not probable, that the Tranſcriber has 
miſtaken Myienſis for Hyienſis, as he has cer- 


tainly miſtaken Auguſtadenſis for Hagulſtadenſis? 
| And tho' this Synod was held about 54 Years 

after Bede wrote his Hiſtory, which he ended 
|| Anno 731; yet, if there was a Biſhop at Hy: 


Anno 785, it is a great Preſumption, that 
| there was alſo a Biſhop there in Bede's Time. 


Tak Argument, that was brought for the 
' Superiority of a Bishop to a Prieſt, from a 


Story in the Life of Columba written by A. 
damnanus, has ſo much offended our Author, 
that no leſs will ſatisfy him, but to condemn 

| the Work as ſpurious. He fays, It is alleds- 


ed to have been written by Adamnanus ; and 
again, It is agreed on all Hands to be a fabu- 
lous Hiſtory, lately publiſhed in his Name. 
Ibis is new and ſurpriſing to me: I am ſure, 
| neither 
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neither Biſhop Uſher, Dr. Cave, Mabillon, 
Du Pin, Sir Fames Ware, nor any other An- 
tiquary or Critic, that J have ſeen, did ever | 
call it into queſtion, or make any doubt to 
reckon it the genuin Work of Adamnanus; | 
and to reaſon from it's Authority, whenever 
they had Occaſion. I wilt be obliged to. this 
learned Gentleman, if he ſhall be pleaſed to 
name me one who has rejected it as ſpurious. 
It is very true, this Author relates ſome ſtrange 
and miraculous Things: But, I think, it can- 
not be a Law of Criticiſin, that all Books 
which contain Miracles are to be declared 
ſuppoſititious; elſe Bede's Hiſtory, ſome un- 
doubted Works of Sulpicius Severus, Augu- | 
tine, Jerome, Athanaſius, and the Writings of | 
many others, could not be owned as genuin. | 
As I will not ſay but the Eccleſiaſtical Writers 
may have been deceived as to ſome Miracles, | 
which they relate to have been performed in | 
the 4th, 5th, 6th, and 7th Centuries; ſo | | 
will be very loath to reject all of them as ficti- 
tious and legendary. However, there is no- 
thing in this particular Story, but what may! 
be accounted for without any Miracle. A 
« certain Biſhop came to Hi, who, being 
4 willing to conceal his Character, and pals | 
< for a Prieſt only, affecting a more than or- 
« dinary Submiſſion and Modeſty ; Columba, | 
upon the Lord's Day, deſired him to affiſt | 
„ him at the Conſecration of the Euchariſt: | 
But, when the Stranger came up to the Al- 
hehe | & Tar 
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4 tar to break the holy Bread, as the Cuſtom 
. of that Place was, and Two Prieſts were at 


„ Church together; Columba 8 ſtedfaſt- 


4 ly on him, and diſcovering his 
e defired him to make uſe of the Privilege of 


haracter, 


« his Order, by breaking the Bread alone. ” 


For (ſaid he) now we know that you are 4 
Biſhop; Why therefore have you endeavoured 
to conceal yourſelf, and hinder us from giving 
| you due Reſpect and Veneration? | think, it 


is no extraordinary Thing, for a Man to dif- 
cover that another is diſſembling, by looking 


| ſtedfaſtly into his Face, eſpecially if he had 


any Suſpicion of it before; and it was the 
moſt unfit Time and Place that could be, for 


the Biſhop to deny his Character, after Colum- 
a brought it into queſtion. But this Story 
(. ſays our Author) /eems to be an Invention of the 
later Popiſh Times. Why, I pray you? Is it, be- 


cauſe it was forged upon the Practice of the Ro- 
miſh Church in theſe later Times, and agreeably 


to the Rites thereof? This cannot be; for 

the quite contrary is true: Tho” I do not 
doubt but the Church of Rome broke the Ho- 

y Bread at the Conſecration in the Time of 

St. Columba ; yet, it is certain, this Cuſtom, 
tho' warranted by the Example of our bleſſed 
Saviour, has been laid aſide in that Church 
for ſeveral Ages bygone. Moreover, the Vin- 
' dicator will have this Story to contradict the 
Practice of the later Romaniſts, who allow 


One 
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one Prieſt to conſecrate, f that even in the 
Preſence of a Biſhop: And, he ſays, The Con- 
= ferration of the Euchariſt is a ſingle Act to be 
Per formed by one Perſon, and a Right common 
to Presbyters and biſhops. I hope, he will 
not pretend, that the ancient Communion Ot- 
fices did agree with the preſent Canon of the 


Maſs: And, I will grant, that the Words of 


Conſecration were always pronounced by one 
Biſhop or Prieſt only; whether the Conſecra- 
tion was performed by hoc eſt corpus menm, as 
in the preſent Nomiſh Miſſale; or, by repet- 
ing the Words of Inſtitution, after the Con- 
cluſion of the Tyiſagion and Gloria in excelſis, 
and ſome other Prayers, as it was in the an- 
cient Gallicay Church; or, by a direct Invo- 
cation of the Holy Spirit to ſanctify the Ele- 
ments. for the holy and great Ends of the 
bleſſed Sacrament, together with the Words 
of Inſtitution, as it is in ſome ancient and mo- 


dern Liturgies. Yet, notwithſtanding this, 1 


know no Reaſon why another Prieſt may not 


aſliſt the Conſecrator, by ſaying not only the | 


K 


prefatory Prayers, but even ſome of thoſe that | 


do relate to the main Parts of the Canon. 


But, whatever may be in this, we have no Need | 


for it at preſent. 


I'nE Story in Adamnanus imports no more, 
but that, when there were Two Prieſts pre-. 
lent, the one of them aſſiſted in the Conſe- 
cration only, by breaking the holy Bread to- 
gether with the conſecrating Prieſt: And tho 
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it follows from it, that no Prieſt concurred 
with a Biſhop in this Action, but he alone 
broke the Bread; yet we have no Ground to 
think, that this was not the Cuſtom of the 
Church of Icolmkill in Columba's Days, be- 
cauſe no ſuch Thing is practiſed now. How 
many Rites were uſed by the Ancients, which 
are not uſed in this Age? How many Cuſtoms 
obtained of old in one Church, which were 


not obſerved by others. I ſhall content my 


| ſelf with one Inſtance. 


PREAC HIN, Which ſeems to be valued 


by our Presbyterians beyond Prayers and Prai- 
| ſes, the proper Acts of Divine Worſhip, was 


allowed by the Churches of Paleſtine to La- 


cs, as (4) is plain from the Caſe of Origen. 
If we believe (e) $ozomen,and (F) Caſſiodorus, 


— do worn oe RoRga 


who was a Roman, there was no Preaching at _ 
all at Rome. And yet, in the Afican Church, 

that Office was reſerved to the Biſhops alone: 
Hence Optatus Milevitanus ſays (g), Et locu- 
tum eum (Macarium, who, as the Donatiſts had 
complained, had preached) eſſe aliquid in popu- 


Jo conſtat, ſed inſinuandi alicngus rei cauſa,non ta- 


men tractandi quod eſt Epiſtoporum ; and Tracta- 


tus with the Africans were the fame with oͤtu⸗ 
az amongſt the Greeks, and TraFatores the 
ſame with Conczonatores. Might not then the Pri- 
vilege of breaking the holy Bread be as much 


| reſerved to the Biſhops in the Church of Hyz, 
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(4) Euſeb. Hf. Lib. 6. C. 19. (e) Lib. J. C. 30. (T) Eff. 
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rripart. Lib. 9. C. 39. (8) De Schiſm. Donatiſt. Lib. 7. 


„„ 
as Preaching was in the Churches of Afric ? 
W hat Shadow of Reaſon can there be for disbe- 


lieving Adamnanus, in relating the Cuſtoms of | 


of his own Church? There is no Oppoſition 
between Bede and him: And, tho' there were 
a Competition, yet certainly the Authority of 
Adamnanns ought to be preferred to the Au- 
thority of Bede, in Things relating to Colum- 
ba or Icolmkill, where Adamnanus fat Abbot 
25 Years. Bede could know the Cuſtoms 
of the Church of Ay: only by Hearſay, 
and the Information of others: Adamna- 
nus was a conſtant and perpetual Eye-wit- 
neſs of them. Bede was born Anno 672, Eight 
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Years after the Scots left the Biſhopric of | 
 Holy-Ifland: Adamnanus died (h) Anno 704, | 


in the 74, or, as others ſay, in the 80 Year of 
his Age; and, by Conſequence, he was born 
Anno 624, Twelve Years before Aidan was 


ſent from Hyz to be Biſhop of the Northum- | 


Prian Saxons, and 27 Years after the Death 
of Columba So that he could not but know 
theſe Things better than Bede, who publiſhed 
his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory 27 Years after Adam- 
nanu s Death. And tho' the Vindicator en- 
deavours to leſſen his Character, yet it was 
nothing inferior to that of Bede himſelf. Ceo/- 


fridus, the Abbot of Weremouth, under whom, 
and in whoſe Monaſtery Bede was educated, þ 
and who was acquainted and converſed with | 


Adamnanns, when he was ſent Ambaſſador to 


(h) Cav. Hift. Lit. Tom. 1. Ad annum 679. 
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King Alfrid: This famous Abbot, (I ſay) in 
his Letter to Naitan King of the Pils (i) 
calls him the excellent Abbot and Prieſt of J. 


colmkill (Columbienſium) and he ſays, he di 


covered wonderful Prudence, Humility and 
Piety in his Speech and Actions. Nay, Bede 


himſelf (4) gives him this excellent Character, 


Erat vir bonus & ſapiens, © ſcientid ſcriptu- 


rarum nobiliſſime inſtructus. The fame Au— 
thor mentions another pious Monk called A. 
damnanus; but he belonged to the Monaſtery 
of Coldingham. We have therefore no Reaſon 
to doubt concerning the Truth of this re- 
markable Piece of ee which plainly diſ- 


covers, that there were 


Aarks of Diſtinction 


and Privileges reſerved to Biſhops, which 
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were denied to Presbyters, and even to the 
Abbot of Wi himſelf. And tho' I will not 
ſay it proves certainly that the Stranger Bi- 
ſhop was of Scotland; yet, I think, it makes 
it very probable, ſince Foreigners were obli- 
ged to bring commendatory Letters along 
with them, which always diſcovered the Cha- 
rater of the Bearer. However, the L7nd:- 
cator's Reaſon for proving that he might have 
been a Biſhop of the Iriſh Scots, is abſolutely 
a Miſtake : For, if he conſult Bede carefully, he 
will find, that even the Southern Iriſh had not 
conformed to the Romiſh' Rites in Colnmba's 
Time, tho! it is certain they did it before Ai- 


dan was Biſhop of Lindisfarn. 
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CHAP. VII 
x32? COME, now to the other Paradoxad- 
92 KR vanc'd by the learned Author of the 
uw? Sap [7:/torical Collections: The Vindicator 


ſtian Faith pure and unſpotted from the Ro- 


iſh Corruptions, until the Beginning of the 


Fourteenth Century. And perhaps (adds he) 


thro' the Severity and Prevalency of the Popiſh | 


Party eſtabliſh'd by Authority, they might ſome- 
times be oblig'd to liirk and give ſome Compliance. 
If the Writer of the Life has miſtaken Sir 
Zames's Meaning, I am ſure, he is not ſingular ; 


and if what has been ſaid in the Collections, 


not once but often, and in different Places, 
is to be underſtood otherwiſe, it muſt be in 
Spight of the common and ordinary Uſe of 
Words. And if the Vindicator had frankly 
and candidly affirmed that Sir James intended 
no ſuch Thing, I, in the Name of his Adverſary, 
would have moſt humbly begg'd his Pardon : 
But he is ſo far from this, that he affirms and 
endeavours to defend what was charged upon 
our Author, tho' he does but mumble it and 
ſeems unwilling to ſpeak it out clearly. Does 
he not ſay? (J) * That the Paſſage Sir Fames 
« brings from Alexander Miln, tho' a little 
JJ 
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ys, Sir James doth not mention how | 
far the Culdees publickly profeſs'd the Chri- 
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? « carped at, might ſerve as a convincing Proof, 

„ that the Culdecs, however they might tem 

g « porize a little, or be Occaſional-Conformiſts 
F< in ſome Things, and at ſome Times, to the 
- | „ Church of Rome, yet they did neither gene- 
e „ rally own it, nor its Corruptions, elſe at laſt 
r they had not been extirpated by that 
w | 4 Church. ” And again (2) he ſays, concer- 
1 ning the Citation from Richard Prior of Hex- 
bam. Is not the Gloſs given by Sir James to 
ie Þ be received, that the Scotiſh Church did truly 
') | before that T ime, generally ſeparate from the 
h | Romiſh, and were of the ſame Principles with 
e- þ theſe others in Italy itſelßſ France, Germany 
e. and Flanders, who differ d from that Church, 
Ir not in ſmaller Matters, but in the Doctrine con- 
'3 | cerning the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper and 
S, | other Points of Faith; and erected to them 
S, | | ſetves Churches ſeparate from them. | ſhall 
in therefore proceed to conſider what he has ſaid. 
of þ upon this Subject. The Writer of the Life 
y þ had cited Sir . affirming, That the Scots 
d had no Regard to the Chriſtian Religion plan- 
y, þ ted by Auſtin and his Followers: The Vindi- 
: cator ſays, „He does not fairly repreſent 
d © what Sir James ſaid in that 297th Page, which 
n N 4 relates to Page 77, where he is not expreſ- 
d ing his proper Thoughts, but theſe of Bede, 
s „ Lib. 2. Cap. 20. from Pope Honorius, and 
„ elect Pope John his Letter, Sed nec Religioni 
71 " h gue apud eos exorta erat aliquid 
. G 3 2 ben. 


(i) Pag. 37, 38, 
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unfairly repreſented ? Does he not ſay expreſly, 
( The Change which happened in the Third 


102 
mmpendebat honor is. 3 cum uſque hodie 
moris fit Britonum, Fidem, Religionemque 
Anglorum pro nihilo habere neque in aliquo 
eis mages communicare quam Pagans. Bede 


„ likewiſe, Lib. 2. C. 4. bringeth another Au- 

« thority from Archbiſhop Lawrence's Letter, 
Sed cognoſcentes Britones, Sc. If this be 
„ wrong faid, Sir James is not accountable for 


it, but the votcrable Bede, and Popiſh Arch- 
biſhop Lawrence, and the Popes whom he 
Cites treating the Scots and Britons as Puritans, 
who would have no manner of Communi- 
cation or Commerce with the Latinized Sa- 
gut how can Sir James's Words be 


P-rid, that the Latiniz'd Churchmen Aid not 


eſteem their Predeceſſors to have had either true 


Faith, Religion, or Church, deſerves very well | 
to be remarked; whereas it has been ſaid in the | 


jirſt Period, that the Scots had no Regard to 


| the Chriſtian Religion planted amongſt the Sa- 


xons by Auſtin the Romiſh Miſſionary and his 


Followers, &c. What Sir James had ſaid 


could not therefore have been unfairly repreſent- Þ 
ed, when it was done in his own Words. And 


1 wiſh he and his Second had as fairly repreſent- þ 


ed the Meaning of Bede, of the Popes and 
Archbiſhop Lawrence: I am very ſure 1 


— 4 


have quite miſtaken it. It is very true, Bede 


in the aioreclied Place Lib. 2. Cap. 20. tells | 


| Us, 
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(n) Hifi. Colleck. pag. 297. e 
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us, „ That Carduella King of the Britons, 

4. altho' a Chriſtian by Name and Profeſſion, 
( exercis'd barbarous Cruelty upon the Eug- 
„ /:/h, having no Regard to the Chriſtian Re- 
( ligion, which they had embraced; and that 
„(„the Britous, even when he was writing his 
> © © H/tory, altogether deſpis'd the Faith and 
: « Religion of the Engliſh, and would not 
- Þ © Communicate with them in any Thing, no 
> © © more than if they had been Pagans. * But 
then none can juſtly inter from theſe Words, 

that the Britous had a Religion and Faith dif- 
ferent from the Saxons. The Meaning is plainly 
no more but this; tho' both the Brztons and 
„ Saxons were Chriſtians, and differ'd nothing in 
{| Religion, but only in ſome Rites and Cuſtoms, 
+ yet the Britons mortally hated the Eugliſb, and 
e F refusd to have Communion with them as 
/ | much as they did with Pagans. Pope Victor 
e | not only threatned, (as ſome would ſoften the 
„ Matter) but (o) actually excommunicated the 
- | Aſ/atic Churches, becauſe they obſerved Ea- 
fler, as the Fews did their Paſſover, upon the 
d 14th Day of the Moon; tho' they agreed in 
— | the Faith as to all Things with him and the 
d Roman Church at that Time. So the Nova- 
- | 7:ansrefus'd to communicate with the Catholic 
d Church, tho' they differed in nothing at all, but 
y in one Point of Diſcipline. Nay we need not go 
ſo far back; the preſent deplorable State of 
s the Chriſtian Church may furnith us with too 
= BD BE 7, many 
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(o) Euſeb. Eccl. Hiſt. Lib. 5. 6724. | 
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many Inſtances, of ſome who reject the Com- 
munion of Churches, with whom they agree 
in the Matters of Faith. It hath been clearly 


ſhown, both in Mr. Sage's Life, and here too 


towards the End of the 4th Chapter, from the 


Letters of the Popes, and Archbiſhop Law- 
rence, Sc. that the only Reaſon of the Sepa- 


ration of the Scots, Iriſh, Britons and Pitts 


from the $axou Communion was the Diffe- 
rence of ſome Rites, and that they would not 


own the Juriſdiction of the Biſhop of Rome. 


What can be plainer than the Words of Arch- 
biſhop Auguſtin to the Britons, (p) In multis 
quidem noſtre conſuetudini, imo unjverſalis Ec- 
cleſig contraria geritis: & tamen ſi in tribus 
his mihi obtemperare vultis, ut Paſcha ſuo tem- 
pore celebretis, ut miniſterium Baptizandi, quo 


Deo renaſcimur, guxta morem Romanæ fanctæ 


Eccleſiæ © Apoſtolice Eccleſig compleatis, ut 
genti Anglorum una nobiſcum prædicetis verbum 
Domini, cætera que agitis quamVis moribus no- 
ſtris contraria, aquanimiter cuncta tolerabimus. 
Here he tells them that they differed in many 
Things from the Roman Church, but theſe 
Things did not concern the Faith; they were 
only in Rites and Forms of Worſhip, as ap- 
pears both from his calling them oſtre con ſue- 


tudini, and moribus noſtris contraria, and b 


diſpenſing and tolerating all their other Cu- 
ſtoms, providing they only obſerved Eaſter, 
and adminiſtred Baptiſm after the manner of 
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the Roman Church, and join'd with him to 
| preach the Goſpel to the Eugliſh, that is, own- 
ed him for their Archbiſhop, and by conſe- 
Þ quence the Biſhop of Rowe for their Patri- 
arch. Now the obſerving of Eaſter according 
to a certain Cycle, and the Adminiſtration of 
- Baptiſm with this or the other Ceremony, did 
not at all concern the Faith; neither was the 
# Pope's Supremacy an Article of the Roman 
Creed in thoſe Days; for we find the fame 
Pope Gregory the Great, who {ent Auſtin into 
Britain, condemning the Title of *Onzver ſal 
| Biſhop with the greateſt Severity and Indigna- 
tion that can be expreſſed. I am (ſaith he) 
ſo bold as to affirm, that he who affect anduſes 
the Title of Univerſal Biſhop, has the Pride and 
Character of Antichriſt, and is in ſome manner 
| his Forerunner, by raiſing himſelf” thus above 
Ihe reſt of his Order. Certainly then the other 
different Cuſtoms of the Britons which Au- 
guſtiue was willing to tolerate, muſt have been 
of leſſer Moment, and not at all relating to the 
Faith. The Gallican Liturgy, being brought 
into Britain by Germanus and Lupus, was that 
which the Britous uſed at the coming of Au- 
| fin; and no doubt they muſt have had alſo a 
different Rituale from that of the Roman 
Church: It was no Wonder therefore that 
their Cuſtoms and Rites were in many Things 
| contrary to thoſe of the Romaniſts: And Au- 
guſtin had Authority from Pope Gregory to 
* diſpenſe with them; for, as appears from the 
3 . Pope's 
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Church, () he is left to his Choice, and is Þ 
advis'd to {ele& what he thought fit, from the 


judged it moſt acceptable to God, and moſt 
ſuitable to the Circumſtances of the Place. 


(ſays he) /uppoſe that Bede did ſo flatly con. 


became more averſe to the Romiſh Church iu 
Lawrence's Time, than they had been in the 
Time of Auſtin? But pray you, where has Bede 


himſelf, if the Britous had ſubmitted to the | 


not remember any Place in all his Hiſtory, 
except this, where he mentions particularly 
any Difference between the Roman Church and 
the Scots and Britons, but only Eaſter and the] 
Tan ſure: He is ſo far from contradicting him- 
ſelf. Neither do I fee how it will follow from! 


Sentiments, were as little in Love with his 


( Bede /f. Ecdl. Lib, 1. C. 27. 
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Pope's Anſwer to Auſtin's ſecond Queſtion, p 


concerning the different Liturgies and the dif- 
ferent Cuſtoms of the Roman and Gallican 


Roman, Gallican, or any other Church; if he 


But the Vindicator will not ſuffer us. to believe 
our own Eyes. Would the Writer of the Life, 


tradict himſelf, or that the Scots and Britons 


faid that Auſtin would not have contented 


Three aforemention'd Conditions? Nay I do 


CIS 72 Ng n e 


this, that the Scots and Britons became more 
averſe to the Romi/h Church in Lawrence's 
Time than in Auſtin's. The Scots would not 
communicate nor converſe with Lawrence: 
and the Britous, after they diſcovered Auſtin's 
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Communion or Society: But what tho' this 
WEE) did. 
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n, did follow, muſt I for that disbelieve what 1 


i- | ſee aſſerted by Bede in the cleareſt Words? 
The Inclinations and Practices of Men are 
is 


very changeable; and I am ſure, Thave given 
one Inſtance where two Britiſh Biſhops not 
only converſed, but concurred with a Saxon 
Biſhop in a very important A& of Religion, 
Vis, the Conſecration of Biſhop Ceadda. But 

he asks another Queſtion: Is it to be thought, 
' becauſe Archbiſhop Auſtin propos'd no more at 
the Conference than theſe few Things, that 
| therefore there were no greater Differences be- 
tween them than theſe « Or that the Romiſh 
Archbiſhop did not intend a greater Conformity 
| after theſe were yielded, and to oblige them to 
cor form yet further by virtue of the general 
Conceſſion of owning him as their Archbiſhop ® 

I have already proved, that there could be no 
greater Differences than theſe few Things; 
and I could give ſeveral good Reaſons, why 
we ought to think that Auſtin would have 
contented himſelf with the Britons conforming 
as to them only: But my intended Brevity will 
not ſuffer me. I ſhall only ſay, if he deſigned 

| afterwards to preſs a greater Conformity by 
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virtue of his Archiepiſcopal Power, there was 
no need to inſiſt upon any Conditions at all, 
e; but that alone of ſubmitting to him as their 
us Primate. But what tho' Auſtin had enter- 
SE) tain'd ſuch deceitful Thoughts? Does not the 


indicator in the ſame 28th Page ſay, that 
Bede, Lawrence, and the Popes, treat the 
mu 3 Scots 
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Scots and Britons as Puritans? | have often 
heard that the Puritans did not love to be rid- 
den too ſeverely, and that when ever it hap- 
pens ſo, they never ceaſe to ſpurn and kick 
until they have diſmounted their Rider, and 
thrown him into the Dirt. The indicator, 
and not his Adverſary, doth indeed contradzt7 
the beſt Authorities of a venerable Presbyter, 
Archbiſhop and Pope; for, no other Difference 
is mention'd between the Scots and Romaniſts 
by Archbiſhop Lawrence, Pope Honorius, or 
Pope John, except the Buſineſs of Eaſter: 
Only John laments the ſpreading of the Pela- 
gian Hereſy. And becauſe the Author of the 
Life was neceſſarily oblig'd to give the Con- 
tents of the Letter, whether true or falſe, he | 
muſt therefore be accuſed of reflecting upon 
his ancient Countrymen. It is certain that the 
Britiſh and Iriſh were tainted with Pela- | 
 graniſm; and what Reaſon is there to think, | 
that the. Scots were altogether free from the | 
Contagion ofthat Hereſy, eſpecially when not 
only Cæleſtius, the prime Diſciple of Pelagius, 
Was a Scot, as ſome think, but even Pelagius 
himſelf; which the learn'd Doctor Macſteugie 
has rendred very probable? 5 
Ir not only appears from innumerable Au- 

thorities in Bede, that the Scots and Roman iſte 
differed only in ſome Rites and Cuſtoms; but 
it was alſo evidently proved by this Argu- 
ment; The Culdees cannot be ſaid to have op- 
poled the Corruptions of the Church of TOs 
1 Ince 


19 
ſince we find the ancient Jcozs, ſo far agreeing 
with that Church, that even they entertained 
a great many Opinions, all which our Presby- 
terians condemn as Popiſh; and ſome of them 
are rejected by all Proteſtants: And this they 
did not only after the Year 716, as the Vin- 
| dicator underſtands it, but even before they 
- embraced the Romiſh Communion, and con- 
formed in the Matter of Eaſter and the Ton- 
Þ| fare. It was ſhown in Mr. Jage's Life, That 
they were for Epiſcopacy and Dioceſam Fpif- 

copacy: That they believ'd Prrgatory, and that 
the Souls were delivered out of it before the 
Day of Judgment, by the alone Prayers and 
Faſtings of the Living, and eſpecially by Maf- 
| /es; That they practiſed private Confeſſion; They 
had no leis Regard and Veneration for Reli- 

ues than the Romaniſts have now; and the 
Relidis of the Apoſtles were ſought for from 
all Places, and Altars built in honour of them ; 
and they believed that Miracles were done by 
them: They conſecrated Churches, and for 
this End uſed holy Water, by which they 
thought alſo Diſeaſes were cured: Churches 
were dedicated to the Honour of the bleſſed 
Virgin and Apoſtles: They uſed holy Oil, by 
which they believed the Raging of the Sea, _ 
and Roaring of the Winds were calmed: They 
© | obſerved Leut, and all the Wedneſdays and 
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Fridays moſt religiouſſy: They erected Croſs, 
and uſed the tranſient Sign of the Croſs. To 
N theſe may be added, That they had Monaſte- 
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ries, conſecrated Abbeſſes, and gave all Reve- 


rence and Reſpet to Monks; they bowed 


their Knees when they entered the Church, 


they followed unwritten Traditions, they had 


a great Regard to a Biſhop's Bleſſing, their 


Clergy wore a diſtinguiſhing Garb, and they 
performed divine Worſhip by a Liturgy. I could 


prove all theſe Things by plain Teſtimonies, Þ 
were it neceſſary. If then the Scots complied F 
with the Romani/ts in what our Presbyterians | 
call Popiſh Errors (and no doubt ſome of 


them are fuch ) and no Inſtance can be produ- 
cee, wherein they differed from them, except 
ſome Eccleſiaſtic Cuſtoms and Rites; is it not | 
reaſonable to conclude, That they profeſſed 


the ſame Faith, and believed the ſame Do- 
ctrines with the Church of Rome? And if it 


was ſo in the Time when they had different 


Communions, it muſt have been no leſs ſo, 
after the Year 716, when the Scots laid aſide 
thoſe Rituals, which occaſion'd the Difference, 


and became of one and the ſame Communion 


with the Church of Rome. But notwithſtar- 
ding this, the Vindicator asks: Will this ne- 


ceſſarily conclude, that the Scots in every Thing 
complied with the Romaniſts? When it is cer- 


tain Bede, iu the End of his Hiſtory, gives the 
Scots 20 ſuch Commendation, but only a nega- 


Live one, viz. Scoti qui Britannam incolunt Þ 
tuis contenti finibus, nihil contra gentem Au- 
glorum inſidiarum moliuntur nec fraudum: 
Il hereas before he had [aid of the Picts, Foedus 

| pacis 
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pacis cum gente habet Auglorum, & Catholicæ 
pacis ac veritatis cum univeriali Eccleſia par- 
ticeps exiſtere gaudet. This is moſt admirable 
Reaſoning! 'Tho' Bede in this Place does not 
expreſs the Conformity of the Scots to the 
Romiſh Church, as he does that of the P75, 
et it is enough, if he hath done it elſewhere. 
He informs us (7), „ That the Monks of 
« hi, with all the Monaſteries ſubject to 
« them, were per{waded to comply with the 
ce canonical Obſervation of Eaſter and the 
« Romiſh Tonſure; and (/) that this was 
« brought about by a wonderful and ſpecial 
« Providence, that the Scots, who had been 
cc well acquainted with the Knowledge of the 
« Divine Will, and had frankly and without 
« Envy communicated the {ame to the Zngl/h, 


« were afterwards by the Engliſh brought to 


« the perfect Rule of Living in thoſe Things, 
c which they had not rightly underſtood be- 
« fore. Whereas on the other Hand, the 
« Britons, who refuled to communicate to 
« the Enghizh the Knowledge which they had 
« of the Chriſtian Faith, continue obſtinate in 
« their crooked Ways, negle& the Tonſure, 
« and celebrate the Solemnity of Chriſt's Re- 
4 ſurrection without the Fellowſhip of the 
De EE rs “ Chriſtian 

(r) Lib. 5. Cap. 25. prope initium. (/) lbid. infra, uod mira 


diving conſtat factum diſfenſatione pietatis, ut quoniam gens illa, que 
noverat ſcientiam Divine cognitionis, libenter ac ſine invidia Populis 
Anglorum communicare curavit: Ipſa quoque poſt modum per gentem 


oo 


Anglorum in eis quam minus habuerat, ad perfectam vivendi nor- 
| mam perveniret, GC, : | 1 
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« Chriſtian Church; when at the ſame Time 
« the Engliſh do believe and are fully inſtru- | 
« (ted in the Rule of the Catholic Faith. He 
« goes on thus (t), The Monks of Hy: em- 
„ braced the Catholic Rites of living by the | 
« Perſwaſion of Egbert, who ſtayed in the 
« Iſland thirteen Years, which he conſecrated Þ 
« to Chriſt, by enlightning it with a certain] 
c new Blefling, and he Grace of Eccleſtaſtical Y 
« *Onity and Peace. If all this does not im- 
port a perfect Agreement with the Roman | 
Church, and a Renunciation of all former Dit- 
ferences, I will deſpair for ever of underitan- | 
ding the cleareſt and plaineſt Words. Our | 
Author ſays, The Muſtering up of Objections 
againſt the Scortz/þ Church, ought more pro- 
perly to be done by a Romaniſt, than by one 
profeſſing himſelf Proteſtant. This is not the 
only Time, that he would fain give Iunuendos, 
as if his Antagoniſt were a diſguiſed Papilt : | 
But this Bug-bear will no ways trouble or 
frighten him, I can aſſure him from certain | 
Knowledge, That tho' he is far from thinking | 
every Thing Popiſb which our Presbyterians 
call ſo; yet he is as much diſpleaſed with the} 
Corruptions of the Romiſh Church as any of F 
themſelves, and upon more fim and ſolid 
Principles. None of Candor and Learning] 
555 Gan 
id. Suſteperunt autem Hyi onachi, docente Ecgberto Ri- 
He eee . my _ Ecrberty 


Annos 13. in prefata inſula, quam ipſe, velut nova quadam pra 
lucente gratia Eccleſiaſticæ Societatis & pacis, Chriſto conſecravit. 


; ; (u) AY 8 Life, Page. 61. 
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g can deny, That ſome of the Romiſh Errors 


revailed in the ſeventh and eighth Centuries, 


| E if the Scots embraced them then, what 
Harm can there be in telling a plain Matter of 
Fact, or what Advantage can the Romaniſts 
rcap by it? In the Words immediately fol- 
lowing, the indicator is likewiſe! injurious to 
his Adverſary: 
| the Confidence to alledge, That the Britons, as 
well as the Scots, did conform to the Romiſh 
| Church. This did not a little furprize me; tho 
was confident no ſuch Thing was affirmed, 
yet I did moſt carefully read over Mr. Sage's 
Life, to ſee if there was any unguarded Ex- 
preſſion, . that might give Occaſion to the Mi- 
ſtake. I find indeed theſe Words (#), Nothing 
>| can be more certain than that the Scots and 
| Britons were altogether of the ſame Faith and 
| Religion with the Romaniſts, tho" they 
: | differed from them in ſome few Rituals, before 
the Tear 716. But whoever would infer from 
thence, That all the Britons conformed in the 
Lear 716, muſt be one who reſolves to feign 
| Miſtakes, when he can find none. 
and Brzfons differed from the Romaniſts in 
ſome Rituals before the Year 716; but they 
could not both be ſaid to differ after that 
| Year, becauſe in this very Year the Scots had 
| conformed, as the Author did ſhow a few 
Sentences before. 
tain that the Generality of the Britous conti- 


The Writer (ſays he) has alſo 


had 


The Scots 


And tho' it be moſt cer- 


nued 
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nued their former Cuſtoms, yet Bede aſſures 
us (V That a Part of them had conformed 
at the ſame Time that Adamnanus brought the 
Scots in Ireland to the Obſervation of the Ro- 
miſh Rites, which makes the Expreſſion molt 


clear, and removes all Poſlibility of Miſtake. 


CHAP. IX. 


R James had been told, That it was 


[ 
j 7 3. 


WASH itrange and ſurprizing to ſee ſo inge- 
nious an Author aſſerting, That the 
5 Scotih Culdees continued to oppoſe 
the Innovations of the Romiſh Church, even 
to the Beginning of the fourteenth Century; and 
ſmrewdly inſinuating, that they were Enemies 


to Epiſcopacy it ſelf. The Vindicator ſays, 


there was no Reaſon to conclude it ſtrange, 
ſiuce what Sir James advances is ſo well vouch- 
ed by Popiſh Writers and Documents, which 
the Biographen thinks fit to touch upon, but 
 wery ſlightly. 


IT'RHEREFORE, before | come to examine 


the Proofs, which the /2ndzcator hath thought 
fit to repeat, I ſhall beg leave to give a Speci- 
men of thoſe Authorities and Documents, by 
which this Paradox is ſaid to be ſo well vouch- 
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ed: And as the bare mentioning of them will 


be a ſufficient Confutation, ſo it will diſcover 


that the touching {lightly upon them, was 


not to Sir James's Diſhonour. (a) Pope John 


II. by his Bull for anointing King Nobert Bruce 
and his Succeſſors, commands the anointing 


Biſhop to exact from the King an Oath, in 
which he muſt ſwear, Quod de præfuto Negno, 


© alus terris ſuis, ſueque ditioni ſubectis, 
untverſos hereticos ab Eccleſia denotatos, bona 


Fide pro viribus exterminare ſtudebit, &c. 
« Therefore the Culdees, tho' the Culdean 


« Priory. of Abernethy was converted, Anno 


« 1272. into a collegiate Church of Canon-Re- 
c gulars, did in great Numbers continue pro- 


« feſſing the Faith from theſe Times, to the 
„ Reign of King Robert Bruce, ſeparate from 
d the Church of Rome. () In a Charter 


of King William we have theſe Words, Quare 


 firmiter præcipio Balivis meis de Morav. ut ip/t 
fine Diſturbatione faciant Richardo Ep2/copo 


S 8 ucceſſoribus, ſiugulis Aunis, plenarie Sen- 


tegre, habere prædictam decimam de redditibus 


mers, &c.« Whence it is obſervable the E- 


« reftion of the Biſhopric of Murray was 


« much oppoſed by the Clergy and People “. 


(e ) Sir James ſaw a Bull of Innocent IV. where 
it is faid : Nonnulli de clero ut concuſſis co- 


Inmuis edificium corruat, adverſus pontifices 


fas, impias ut dicitur inter ſe Colligationes & 
| MS nb 


(a) Hit. Collet, Prefa. Pag. 51, 52. (b) Pref. Pag. 56. (c) 


Pref, Page. 57. 
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Conjurationes inuectunt, &c. Yue quidem ex eo 


precipue quod in quibuſdam Religioſis & Cleri- 


cis cooperationis dicuntur habere favorem, & c. 


« This Bull being Anno 1251, the next Year 


« after the Inſtrument concerning the Con- 


„ troverſy betwixt the Prior of Sf. Andrew's 


« and the Provoſt of the Culdees, may inſinu- 
« ate the Jealouſie the Pope had of the Un- 


& ſoundneſs of the Scotz/h Nation, by the 


“ Connivance of the Clergy and Monks. 
„(A) In Andrew Winton's Iime, the Lollards 


“began to appear in Scotlaud, and ſhortly 


c after this James Resby and Paul Craw_ 
« the Bohemian were burnt as ſuch, which 
„might cauſe //nuton forbear the Name 
4 and Accounts of the ancient Culdees, as | 
« Forden and his Continuator did after the 


(4 


in) 


appearing of Wichkf. (e) Sir James Bal. 


fe ur's Hiſtory makes Maldowinnus the Sixth | 
* Biſhop of St. Andrew's, who confirmed a 
Donation of his Predeceſſors, of the Patri= |} 
* mony of Portmoach, to St. Serf and the 
* Culdees of Loch- Leven. (f) Brude, the 
« laſt King of the Picte, gave the Iſland of 
« Loch-Leven Servano © Keledeis. ſt ſeems 
this Pictiſh King and the Popiſh Biſhops of 


St. Andrew's were very kind to the Puritan 


Culdecs. * Malcolm the Third and his Queen, | 


« tho' bred in Popihh Countries, and moſt 


« willing to advance the Intereſt of Rome, but (| 


very little able, gave to the Culdees, Villam 


(d) Pag. 12.4. (e) Pag. 130, (f ) Pag. 226. : 


/ VVV ˙·-»». ⅛ ˙ir . ern en or 


de 
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« Je Balchriſtin ; and, Edelradus f/zus Malcol- 
« mi regs ts dedit terras de Ardmore ; and, 
„ becauſe he was under Age, Alexander and 
« David his Brothers confirmed his Gift af- 
« terwards, in the Preſence of the Prieſts of 
« the Culdees, belides others: Coram Deo om- 
« nipotente & omnibus Santtis ----- maledictio 
« Dez omnipotentis & Beate Marie vinginis, 
_« & omnium SFauctorum. The Culdees were 
Witneſſes to this ſuperſtitious Deed ; but it was 
no more but a Piece of occaſional Conformi- 
ty. © (g) The Biſhops of Kilrimond were 
« no leſs kind to the Culdees than the Royal 
« Family, as appears by the Grant of Biſhop 
e Maldenus to them, of the Church of Mer- 
e kich; and by Biſhop Tudal, of the Church 
* de Sconin, pro, ſuffragits onationum; and by 
| © Biſhop Modach, of the Church of Furkin- 
| © derach.” But, What means this, pro /uf- 
 fragus orationum ? It ſeems Biſhop Tudal took 
them for good Roman Catholics, and expe- 
cted their Prayers for him after his Death : 
Ay, but he was miſtaken; they were true Sco- 
tiſh Presbyterians, tho' they were not ſo foo- 
liſh as to refuſe a Gift from an Antichriſhan 
Prelate, and ſometimes were obliged to give 
a little Compliance. Nay, Robert Biſhop of 
St. Andrew's, v'ho humbled the Culdees there, 
and eſtabliſhed a Prior and Canons, was, not- 
withſtanding, very kind to the Monks of Mo— 
 mimusk (h) ſalva us dimidia carrucata terre, 


- 2 | 3 | 3 
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quam habuerunt de donatione Roberti, boue me- 
moriæ, Epiſcopi Sanctæ Andrew, Sc. Sir 
Fames pretends, That from the Contract be- 
tween William Biſhop of St. Andrew's and 

the Cnldees of Monimusk, it appears, That the 
Exerciſe of their Religion was different from 
the Romiſh. It is indeed agreed, that they 
ſhould live in one Communion, after the 
Manner of the Culdees; but then this is im- 
mediately explaincd: The Meaning is, They 
were to have anum oratorium, unum refer. o- 
rium, & unum aormitorimm, as they then pol- 
ſeſſed them. (i) Eadmer, a Monk of Cauter- 
_ bury, being elected Biſhop of St. Andrew's, 
thought himſelf bound in Conſcience to aſ- 
ſert the Juriſdiction of the Archbiſhop of Cau- 
terbury over the Scotiſh Biſhops, and therefore 

refuſed to be conſecrated by any other. King 
Alexander being exceedingly incenſed with |} 
this, and Eadmer having adviſed with John | 
Biſhop of Glaſgow and 'I'wo Monks of Can- 
terbiry, they told him, Nec fuſtinebit Rex ut 
quavis poteſtas, fine ejus diſpoſitione quicquam 
zn aliquo negotio poſit; And therefore it be- 
hoves thee ({ay the Monks) either to leave 


the Country aut perpetuo inter Scotos eorum | 


aſus ſequenao, contra anime ſalutem in oppro- | 
rio vitam ducere, i. e. or to defend the Inde- | 
pendency of the Church of Scotland, contra- 
ry to the Duty thou oweſt to the Church of 
anterbury. I ſhall ſhow in Zadmer's N f 


(i) Pag. 312, 313. 


ba FH, 


„„ 

all the Atchievements of Don Vine if Sir 
James will ſhew me there but a Hint of Cul- 
dees, or other Scots ſeparating from the Ro- 
miſh Communion. Let the Vindicator pre- 
tend what he will, I know none who did ever 
reckon it a Fiction, that there were Societies 
of religious Men in Monaſteries and collegiate 
| Churches in Scotland, that were called by the 
Name of Kelede:: Archbiſhop Uſher, the Bi- 
ſhop of St. Aſaph, and Dr. S7il/ing fleet, did 
own this. What they eſteemed to be an idle 
Fiction and Monkiſh Dream, was only, That 

the Church of Scotlaud had been governed bj 
theſe Keledei, without Biſhops. Sir James 
has indeed proved, againſt theſe great Men, 

that the Scotiſh Culdees continued longer than 
they thought they had: But his beſt and an- 


cienteſt Accounts concerning them, are bor- 


rowed from the learned Primate, who, be- 
ſides his Teſtimonies concerning the Sco- 
tiſh Culdees, (as Sir James has obſerved 
()) tells us, That the Keldees at Ar- 
magh in Ireland, ſeemed to have been an- 
ciently the Dean and Chapter of that Church, 
but were forc'd to give Way to Monks of a 
later Inſtitution; and they were ſuffer'd to re- 
main in lower Stations, and continued in that 
Church, and the Church of Clranyn// until 
the Archbiſhop's Remembrance. Morcover 


be fays, there were ſome of them in an Iſland 


in Tipperary in Ireland, and in Bardſey a little 


— : „— 


H 4. Iſland 
d Hip. Coll, Pag: * 


155 3 
Iſland in North Wales: And Mr. Tauner in- 
forms us, that there were Culdees at St. Peter's 


in Zur. Now, I hope, Sir James will not 


contend that thoſe Iriſh and Eugliſh Culdees 
were Presbyterians, and diſſented from the 
Church of Rome. I am ſure there is as little 
Ground for athrming the fame concerning our. 


Culdees in Scotland. All the Oppoſition they 
made to the Biſhop of St. Andrew's and others, 
was only when they endeavour'd to deprive | 


them of their Lands and Privileges, and give 
them away to Monks of a later Inſtitution. 


Ab this is clear from the reſt of Sir Tames's 


| Inſtances, as from the Controverſy between the 


Culdees of St. Andrew's and Biſhop. Robert, 
about the Erection of the Priory: And that 
between the Ca/dees of Monimnsk and Blihop = 
William Malvoiſis: Between the Culdees of St. | 


Audrew's and Robertus Burgonenſis:Between the 


Prior of St. Andrew's and Adam de Mackirwi- 
ſtun, gerentem ſe pro prepoſito Eccleſia Sande. 


Marie civitatis Sandi; Andrew, Sc. Where, 


by the Way, [muſtoblerve, the Church of the 
_ Culdees was dedicated to the Biæſſed Virgin. In 
Uke manner there was a Controverſy between 
the Culdees and Biſhop William Lamberton 
de furiſdittione agri, beſides the Debate which 
they had with him concerning his Election, at 
which Time they appealed to the Pope himſelf. 
I'nE indicator proceeds to obſerve, © How 


unfairly the Biographer Rates the Argument: 


For he lays it down (ſays he) as an Axiom, 


ana wa. fa aut A ©. .974 rk 4 0 fri om 
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e Pag. 65. That all who have the leaſt Ac- 
“ quaintance with Hiſtory know, that the 
© cots believ'd the Biſhop of Rome was Vi- 
& car of Chriſt, and ſupreme viſible Head of 
4 the Catholic Church. Having eſtablith'd 
c this, he thinks it uncontroverted, that Sir 
James has not brought the leaſt Authority 1 
« to prove, that the Culdees renounc'd the C 
“ Pope's Authority, and therefore would o- 
« blige Sir James to inſtance when they did 
“ renounce the Pope's Authority, and wherein 
« they difter'd from him. I mult beg that 
Gentleman's Pardon to tell him, that the Que- 
ſton was ſtated long before, and it had been 
_ alſo prov'd that the Scots had renounced all 
their former Differences from the Church of 
Nome, and were ſo far from refuſing Com- 
munion therewith, that on the contrary they 
agreed with the Romaniſis even in their Errors: 
This (I ſay) was done long before any Men- 
tion was made of the Scors believing the Biſhop 
of Rome to be the ſupreme viſible Head of the 
Catholic Church. In anſwer to the Teſtimony 
brought from Richard Prior of Hexam, it was 
aid, That all who had the leaſt Acquaimtance 
<with Hiſtory know, that the Scots believed all A 
the Articles of the Romiſh Faith, as much when 
they ſeem'd to favour Anacletus II. the Antipope, 
| as they didafter their Submiſſion to Innocent II. 
| They believd that the Biſhop, of Rome was 
| Far of Chriſt, and ſupreme viſible Head of 
the Catholic Church: Aud the only Queſt ion was, 


Te 


1 „ 
het her of the two Competitors was the Iawful 
and duly elected Pope. The L iudicator had 
therefore been more in the Right, if he had ſaid, 
that the Argument was concluded, and not ſta- 
ted, by thoſe Words; for they are follow d by no 
more than one or two Sentences upon that 
Subject. And was it not reaſonable to ask a 
particular Inſtance, wherein the Scots differ'd 
from the Romiſhùᷣ Church; ſince it had been 
ſhown, that they agreed with her in many 
Things, which our Presbyterians condemn as 
 faperſtitious and unlawful? The Vindicator 
thinks it ſufficient, that Sir James has prov'd 
the Converſion of the Scots was by St. Fobn's 
_ Diſciples, and that the Britons (from whom 
the Scots differ'd in nothing material) would 
not unite with the Saxons. But I have made 


it appear, that the Scots were not at all con- 


verted by the Diſciples of St. John. And what 
is it to the Purpoſe, tho' they had receiv'd the 
Faith from them? Fight or Nine Hundred 
Years may make great Changes in Churches 
and Kingdoms: 'The Church of Rome was as 


pure as any Church in the World, when the 
Scots became Chriſtians; and yet all Prote- | 


{ants believe ſhe was corrupted with many 
Errors before the Fourteenth Century. Tho' 
Biſhop Colman after the Conference at hit 


return'd home with his Clergy, and did not 
ſubmit to the Romz/b Church, ſhall we there- Þ 


fore deny, that in the Year 716 the Scots did 
not conform themſelves to the Romwaniſts? And 
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if the Scots were then enlightned with the Grace 
of Eccleſ aftical Peace and Unity, as Bede ex- 
preſſeth it; and yet afterwards did ſeparate 

from the Communion of the Roman Church ; 
they may be very properly {aid to have re- 
| nounc'd the Romiſh Communion. Perhaps Sir 
James's Meaning (/) was not to apply this Ex- 
| preſſion of renouncing the Romiſh Communion 
to the Church of Scotland, but only to thoſe 
in Italy, France, Sc. who differ'd from the 
RomiſhChurch : But then, Iam ſure, his Mean- 
ing is not to be learn'd from his Words. How- 
ever, this is of no moment; let us therefore 
examine now, if the Inſtances brought by his 
| Vindicator from Popiſh Writers, be ſufficient 
to prove that the Culdees did ſeparate from 
| the Church of Rome. 

Tux Firſt is from the Excerpts of the 
Priory of St. Andrew's, Quoc Keledeos appel- 


ent, qui ſecundum ſuam &ſtimationem, & ho- 


minum traditionem, magis quam ſecundum ſan- 
forum ſtatuta patrum, wvivebant, ſ2d adhuc 
ſemiliter vivunt. And again, Nec ibi miſſa 
celebratur niſi cum Rex vel Epi ſcopus illo ad- 
| wenerat : Kelledei namque in Angulo quodam 
Eccleſiæ, que modica nimis erat, ſuum officium, 
ſuo more, celebrabant. Now the firſt Paſſage 
relates not to their Faith, but their Cuſtoms 


only and manner of Living: They lib d more 


according to their own Fancy and Tradition of 
| Men, t Jan according 70 the Statuten F the 2 
Fa- 


—— i, — 


0 Eli. Collect. Bag. 288. 
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Fathers. This is ſufficiently explain'd by what 
we read in the fame Excerpts: Fimul vive- 
haut, & quædam habebant communia, pauciora 
{eilicet & deteriora, quedam vero propria, plura 
{eilicet & potiora, &C. 1. e. They liu'd together, 
and had ſome Things in common, but theſe were 
the feweſt and the worſt; the reſt of” their Poſ- 
ſeſſrons, which were both more in Number and 
of greater Value, they had in Property, accor- 
ding as they had got them from their Kinſmen, 
Alliances, or others, any manner of Way. We 


alſo find they were married; tho' after they 


became Culdecs, they were not allow'd to keep 
their Wives in their Houſes, nor any other 
Women that might occaſion any Suſpicion. 
Thus in the Excerpts, Poſtquam autem Keledei 


effettt ſunt, non licet eis habere uxores ſtias iu 


 domibus ſus, ſed nec alias de quibus mala oria- 


zur ſuſpicio. If we believe Milus MS. con- 


cernmg the Lives of the Biſhops of Dunkeld, 


they convers'd with their Wives, except when 


it was their Turn to miniſter at the Altar. 


Trzrre is another remarkable Paſſage (n) 


in the ſame Excerpts, the Meaning of which 
take to be this : © That the Offerings at the 
* Altar were divided into Seven Parts, One 


of 


_—_ 


— 


em) Perſcne nihilominus ſeptem fuerunt oblationes altaris inter ſe dis 

videntes, quarum ſeptem portionum, unam tantum habebat Epiſcopus, 

& hoſpitale unam, quing; vero reliquæ in quinque cætero: dividebantnr, 

qui nullum omnino altar vel Eccleſiæ impendebant ſervitium, praterquaus 

| ues peregrinos ec haſpites, cum plures quam ſex adventarent, more ſuo, 

ofpitio ſuſcipiebant, ſortem mittentes, quis quos, wel quot reciperin;, 
Hoſpitale ſane ſemper ſex, c infra ſuſcipjebat OE . 


5 E 
* of which was given to the Biſhop, another 
to the Hoſpital, and the other Five to Five 
« of the Culdecs, who performed no Service 
“ in the Church or at the Altar; but were 
| © only obliged to entertain Strangers, when 
« there happened to come more than Six at 
«a Time; for the. Holpital was bound to 
“provide for that Number, or under it.“ 
We find, that there were to be Twelve Cl. 
dees beſides the Rector at Monimusk. by the 
Agreement between them and William Mal 
voiſin Biſhop of St. Andrew's; and therefore 
it cannot be thought, that there were only 
Five Culdees at St. Andrew's: And fince the 
Church of St. Mary there belonged to them, 
it is evident they muſt have had Prieſts a- 
mongſt them, and Divine Service muſt have 
been performed by them. Nay, this ſeems to 
be plain from the very Words of the other 
Paſſage which the Viudicator has cited: And 
it appears alſo from what immediately goes be- 
fore, (2) * That the Culdecs were married, and 
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(n) Reditus e peſſeſſiones proprias habe bant, quas cum de vita decederent, x0» 
res eorum quas publice te nebant, filzz quoq; vel filis propingnz vel generi, inte- 
fe dividebant, nihilomi nus & altaris oblationes, cuz non de ſer viebant quod pu- 
duiſſet dicere, fi non libuiſſet its facere, nec potuzt tantum auferri malum, 2 
ad temps felicis memorie Reꝑ is Alexandri, ſandtæ Dez Eccleſiæ ſpeci al is amatoris, 


5 Ju & Eccleam Beatz Andre æ Apoltolz poſſeſſionibus & reditibus ampliavit , mul - 


| Fiſq; ac mag nis muneribus cumulavit, libertatibus & conſuetudinibus que ſuĩ Reo 
i juris erant, cum regali poſſeſſione donavit. Terram etenim, que Curſus Apri 
dicitur, quam cum allate fuiſſent Reliquia Beatz Andrez Apoſtolꝭ, Rex Hun» 
| gus,crjus ſupra mentionem feci mus, Deo & Apoſtolo Andreæ dederat,& poſte a cbla- 
ta fuerat, ex integro reſtituit, eo nimirum obtentu & conditio ne, ut an zpſa ecclefix 
conſtitueretur religio a Deo deſerviendum, Non enim erat, qui Beatz Apoſtoli al- 
taxi deſerviret, nec ibi miſſa celebraba tur, nifi cum Rex vel Epi ſcopus ils ad- 
venerat, quod raro conti ng ebat; Keledzi namq; in Angulo quodam Ee le ſia, qua 
mda a ni mis erat, ſuum oſſicium more ſuo celebrabant, 
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e had Revenues and Poſſeſſions in Property, 
« which after their Death, were divided amongſt 


« their Wives and Children, or other Relations. 
« Nay, the Money which ſome of them had 
c made from the Offerings of the Altar, at 


« which they had not ſerved, was diſtributed 


« the ſame way. And this Evil could not be f 
« removed, until the Time of King Alexander 
4 J. who endowed the Church of St. Andrew's 


« with Revenues and Poſſeſſions, and reſtored 
c to it the Lands called Cur/us Aprz, for this 
« End, and upon this Condition, That the 
* Worſhip of God ſhould be performed in 
« that Church: For there was none that at- 
« tended upon the Altar of the bleſſed Apoſtle, 
c neither was Maſs ſaid there, except when 


© theKingor Biſhop came thither, which was 
« but ſeldom. For the Culdees performed Di- 
. vine Service after their own manner, in a 

* certain Corner of their Church, tho' the 


« Church itſelf was but very little.” It is no 


Wonder that the later Monks did charge] 
the Culdees with living contrary to the Statutes Þ 
of the ancient Fathers, when they openly kept 
their Wives, and retained many Things in Pro- 
perty, and left to their Relations not only their 
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proper Poſſeſſions, but even the Oblations at! 


the Atta 


__.Anvp leſt any ſhould think that their being 


married is an Argument of their Separation! 
from the Church of Rome, it ought to be con-! 


ſider'd that many of the Eugliſb Clergy, both 1 


5 
N. | 
* 4 


| . 
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in Monaſteries and Cathedrals, did for a long 
Time keep Wives, and yet at the ſame time 


| were undoubtedly of the ſame Faith, and the 


fame Communion with the Romanziſts: And it 


| colt much Pains and much Time before they 


were forc'd to embrace a Life of Celibacy. 


| Thus we find King 3 at the Inſtigation of 
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Archbiſhop Dunſtan, Bilhop Etholwald, and 
Biſhop Ofwald, ejected the married Clergy out 


| of the Monaſteries and Cathedrals, and plac'd 


Monks in their ſtead. The (o) Saxon Chro- 
nicle tells us, that Etholwald expelled the 
Clergy out of his Dioceſe of W:ncheſter, be- 
cauſe they would not obſerve any Rule, and 
he ſettl'd Monks in their Places. We are in- 
form'd by the ſame Chronicle (p), that King 


| Edgar expelld the Prieſts out of four Mona- 
| ſeries in Wzncheſter and planted Monks in 
| them. And Ofwald is ſaid (4) to have caſt 
out the married Clergy out of no leſs than 7 
| Monaſteries in his Dioceſe, upon the Death of 
King Edgar, Annog75. ElſereFarlof Mercia 
| drove out all the intruding Monks in that Pro- 
vince, and reſtor'd the married Clergy to their 
Places and Eſtates; and many others of the 
| Nobility appear'd for the Secular Clergy, and 
{ mov'd for a Rehearing of the Cauſe. Anno 


978, 


"Ea 


———— 


ur ons 


(o) Expulit Clericos de eo Epiſcopatu, quoniam nollent ullam regulam 
ob ſervare, ac conſtituit ibi monachos, ad An. 963. pag. 117. (p) Ex- 
pbuulit Eadgerus Rex Presbyteros in Wenteno de antiquo Monaſterio, 
etiamque de novo Monaſterio er de Ceortefige & de Middletoun, as 
| 42.964, pag. 120. (dg) Eadwer. wit, Oſwald. Angl. aer. par. 2. 
dag. 2000 
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978, this Buſineſs was debated in a Council at 
Calne, in which the Cauſe of the ſecular Clergy 


was pleaded by Beornelm (r) a Scoriſh Biſhop and | 


an eloquent Man, who had been ſent for to make 
their Defence. But to be ſhort, tho' it is certain, 
that the Monks at laſt prevailed, and poſleſs'd 
themſelves of the Cathedrals and Monaſteries, 
yet the ſecular Clergy did continue to marry for 


many Years, afterwards. Thus for Example, 
we learn from the dax Chronicle, ad Aunum i 
1129, that William Archbiſhop of Canterbury, | 
m a Synod at London, ordain'd the Archdea- F 
cons and Prieſts to put away their Wives be- 


fore St. Andrew's Day, and that thoſe who 


refus'd to do it ſhould loſe their Churches and | 
Houſes, and be for ever afterwards uncapable | 
of theſe Honours: But that the King allow'd I 
the married Clergy to return home, and all of | 
them kept their Wives, by the King's Leave, | 
as they had done before. Others of the Eug- 
4/6 Hiſtorians ſay, that the King was brib'd } 
with a great Sum of Money, which he rais'd F 
by granting this Diſpenſation to the married | 
Clergy. Now none will be ſo ridiculous as to | 
ſay, that the Eugliſhßh Clergy who had Wives 
were not as much in Communion with the 
Church of Rome as the unmarried, and believ'd 
the {ame Faith with both. What ſhould hin-] 
der then the Scotiſh Culdees from being of the] 
ſame Religion and Communion with the No- 
miſh and Engliſh Churches, tho' they were] 


mar- 


) Osburn. de vit. S. Dunſtan, Angl, ſacr. far. 2, P. 117 
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married alſo? Nay it ſcems to me very plain, 


chat the Eugliſh married Clergy of the Mona- 


ſteries, and eſpecially the /ecu/ar Canons of the 
Cathedrale, differed in nothing but the Name 
from our Culdees. Both lived in common up- 
on the Church Revenues, yet they were al- 
low'd to keep their private Patrimony to them- 


I felves: Neither of them did think themſelves 
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bound to Celibacy : Both had Wives and Chil- 
dren, and after their Death, left their Eſtates 
to them. And King Edgar complain'd no leſs 
that the Revenues of the Church were expen- 
ded by the ſecular Clergy upon Wives, than 


the Regular Canons of the Priory of St. Andrew's 


exclaimed againſt the Culdees for beſtowing the 
Oblations at the Altar upon their Relations. 


As theſe were {aid by the later Monks to Jive 


not according to the Statutes of the Holy Fas 
hers; ſo the ſecular Canons wete ſaid not to 
obſerve any Rule and to live diſorderly. Nei- 
ther could leſs be expected, than that thoſe 
who had intruded themſelves into the Chur- 
ches and Monaſteries of others, would endea- 
vour to juſtify or excuſe their Injuſtice by 
throwing Dirt upon the Injured. Hence it is, 

that we find the Culdees accuſed in theſe Ex- 
cerpts as very negligent in performing Divine 

Service; which probably was nothing but a 

mere Calumny. 


Ar TER I have attentively conſider'd the 


: obſcure, i imperfect and vitiated Accounts, which 
£ KJ e have of the Culdees from theſe Excerpts, 
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] cannot ſee where they are charg'd with con- 
demning or rejecting the Mafs. The Mean-y 
ing of the very Words cited by the LYndi-F 
cator ſeems to be this. They {aid Maſs very] 
ſeldom, that is, only when the King or Biſhop] 
came to their Church: At other Times they con- 
tented them ſelves with their ordinary Office, or! 
Prayers, which they ſaid after their own man- 
ner in a certain Corner of their Church, which 
Was not very large. Thele laſt Words ſeem 
to imply, that they made uſe of a Breviaryſ 

different from what was uſed afterwards by] 
the Canon Regulars, who invaded their Lands] 
and Rights. It is certain there were different] 
Breviaries and Miſſals both in England and 

Ireland: and why not in Scotland allo? And] 
this did not at all divide the Communion, all 
of them being allow'd by the Romiſh Church ) « 
O ſinund Biſhop of Salisbury, towards the End 

of the Eleventh Century, drew up the Office 
ſecundum u ſum Sarum, which very ſoon became 
the Standard of public Devotion over all] 
£:ngland and Ireland. And we are inform'dÞ 
by Þye-Witnelles, that it appears from the Re- 
_ cords belonging to the See of Glaſgow, nowf 
at Parit, that the Service ſecundum uſum Sarum} 
was uſed in that Dioceſe in the Time of Pope 
Alexander III. who was advanc'd to the Chain 
Anno 1160. And tho' Archbiſhop Spot ſeoo 


par 1 ata. _ | FEY at 1 A 8 and: 
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ſeems to have believ'd the vulgar Error, thai 
Edward Longſhanks foro d the Rites of Sarum 
upon the Church of o corlaud, yet be hath told} 


a „ AA Aw :I\ A oo, „ „ 


„ 3 
us (/, that Galfrid Livelance, who was elected 
Biſhop of Dunkeld Anno 1236, and died Anno 
1249, reformed the Service of his Church ad 


' #fſum Sarum. Perhaps Robert the firſt Prior 
who came from Erg/and, brought with him 
the Ordinal ſecundum uſum Sarum ; and becauſe 
the Culdees perform'd Divine Service by ſome 
of their old Liturgies, therefore they were 
| faid officium ſuum more ſuo celebraſſe. Perhaps 
| alſo the Culdees did not underſtand very well 
Church Muſic, and therefore could not fing 
' Maſs, or chant the other Parts of the Service, 

as the later Monks had learn'd to do: But 
whatever be the Meaning, it cannot amount 
to this, that they were of a ſeparate Commu- 
nion from their King and Biſhops, who were 
1 unqueſtionably Romanz/ts, If that had been, 
the Monks would have proclaim'd it plainly 

and loudly, and King Alexander and his Bro- 
ther David, whom the Fiudicator repreſents. 
as entirely of the Romz/h Intereſt, would have 
been far from reſtoring to the Culdees their 
old Lands, or beſtowing upon them new 
Gifts. Nay it appears from a Record in the 
| Lawyers Library, that when the Abbot of 
Dumfermling, Chaplain to the Pope and 
+ Chancellor to the King, and the "Treaſurer 
of the Church of Dunkeld, had met by the 
| Authority of the Pope, to determine the 


ay Controverſy between the Prior of St. An- 


| (!) Hiſt, pag. 99. 


' drew's and his Canons on the one fide, 


Fx” : and 
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and Adam Mackarwiſtun Provoſt of the Church 
of St. Mary, and the other Culdees acting as 


Canons, together with their Vicars, on the 


other ſide; the Judges examin'd Witneſles, 


whether the Culdees or their Vicars perform'd 
Divine Service (utrum divina celebraverint ſic 


ligati) to which they were obliged. Whence 


it ſeems evident to me, that they were only 
accus'd of Negligence. If the Culdees had 
thought the Mais a ſuperſtitious and unlawful 
Worſhip, if they had been Heretics or Schi/- 
mMatics, would not this have been diſcover'd 


by cheir Enemies long before now? This In- 


quiſition was made by Order of the Pope in 


the 2d Year of King Alexander III. Anno 1250, 


more than 100 Years both after the Prior and 


Regular Canons were thruſt in upon them, 
and after (as Sir James acknowledges) the | 
Authority of the Pope was own'd by the King, | 
Biſhops and Barons of Scotland: And it was | 


in the Time of Biſhop David Bewham, who | 


(as Spotſwood (t) informs us) kept a ſevere | 


Hand over the Clergy, eſpecially the Monks | 


and others that lived in Religious Orders, and] 
who in a Synod at Perth, Anno 1242, (where 
the King with divers of the Nobility were pre- | 
ſent) made many good Conſtitutions as well | 


for Reformation of Abuſes, as for ſecuring of] 


Clergymen in their Poſſeſſions and Rights. It] 
was as ealy to know then whether the CuldeesÞ 
ſaid Mals, as it is for one to know now, whe-f 
| 5 eas = ther} 
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ther Divine Worſhip be perform'd in St. Giles 
Church by a Liturgy, or without one. 
1 wiſh the Vindicator had both ſeen and 

conſider'd the Chartulary of St. Andrew's: 1 
am aſſur d, that there is nothing there but what 
contradicteth his groundleſs Conceit; and 
| therefore I ſhall ſubjoin to the End of this Pa- 
per a ſmall Specimen of it, as it was faithfully 
taken from the MS. and communicated to a 
| worthy and ingenious Friend of mine, by a 
Gentleman of Diſtinction, no leſs remarkable 

for his great Integrity, Witdom and Learning, 
| than for the ancient and noble Family, from 
| which he is immediately deſcended. The 
Mandate of King David can be of no uſe to 
him, fince it only threatens, that if the Cu 
dees would not live peaceably with, and under 


the Prior and Canons, they ſhould be alto- 


\ gether thruſt out. That the Romiſh Charch 


; | was not wont by Violence and Fraud to ſuppreſs 
Keligious Societies, agreeing in Principles, and 


ſibject to her, will appear to be a Miſtake from 
; | what has been ſaid, concerning the Secular 
Canons, and the other married Clergy, that 
| were expell'd from the Cathedrals and Mo- 
- | naſteries, by the Regulars, in England. The 
fame diſcovers alſo, 'That the Account 


given by Alexander Milu, concerning the 


| Culaces of Dunkeld, cited by Sir Zames, Page 
| 244, can be of no Uſe in the preſent Diipute : 
And tho' the Biſhopric and Chapter of Dun- 
| #e/d had been founded upon the Ruin of IH 
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Culdees, yet it no ways doth follow that they 
were Separatiſts from the Church of Rome. 
Nay, Sir James himſelf endeavours to prove 
(u), That the Culdean Abbacy continued at 
Duunſeld after the Erection of the Biſhopric 
there, and that tho' the Canons might get into 
the Cathedral, yet the Culdees did retain their 
other Poſſeſſions: As they did at S. Andrews, 


Brechin, and perhaps Dumblain. Moreover ö 


the Yindicator cannot but know, that ſeveral 


Inſtances can be given of Biſhoprics founded 5 


upon the Revenues of Monaſteries ; the Monks 


of which were as much Favourers of the Ro- 


iſh Corruptions, as the Biſhops that were 
advanced upon their Ruin. e 


VW now proceed to the laſt Authority, 
which is that of (x) Richard Prior of Hexam: | 


Illi (Scoti) vero diu a Ciſalpina, imo fere ab 
univers ſa Eccleſia diſcordantes, exoſe memorie 
Petro Leoni, & Apoſtaſiæ ejus nimium faviſſe 
videbantur. From this Sir James had infer- 
red, That the Scotiſh Nation, both Clergy and 
Laity, had been a long Time in Schiſm and 
Diſcord with the Ciſalpin, and almoſt with the 
_ univerſal Church, that is, with the Romiſh 


Church. It was anſwered, That this would prove | 


too much, even no leſs than that not only the 


Culdees, but even King David himſelf, the Bi- 
_ thops, Abbots, Priors and Barons of Scotland, of 


whom Rzchard ſpeaks in that Paſſage, did ſe- 
parate from the Romiſh Church: Whereas the 
e e e 3 
(u) Hi. Collect. Page 247. (K) De Eello Standard, Page 324. 
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whole of the Matter was this; There being 
two Antipopes Innocent I. and Anacletus II. 
the Scots favoured the Laſt, or rather ſtood 
' neuter and unreſolved for ſome Time; until 
| at laſt they were brought over to Inuocent's 
Side, and owned him as the lawful Pope. 
Now, unleſs Sir James will contradict his own 
Collections in very many Inſtances, he cannot 
deny, but King David the I. the Biſhops, Ab- 
| bots and Priors, not to mention the Laity, 
I believed all the Articles of the Romiſh Faith, 
Jas much as when they ſeemed to favour Aua- 
| cletus, as they did after their Submiſſion to 
Innocent; and as much believed that the 
Biſhop of Rome was Vicar of Chriſt, and ſu- 
| preme viſible Head of the Catholic Church: 
| And the only Queſtion was, Whether of the 
| two Competitors was the lawful and duly e- 
| lected Pope. Nay, tho' there were nothing in 
Hiſtory to diſprove the {urprizing Senſe, which 
Sir James and his Vindicator put upon the 
Prior's Words; they are ſufficient of them- 
| ſelves to confute this contradictory Gloſs. He 
ſays, That the Scots diſſentiug for a long Time 
from the Church on this fide the Alps, nay, al. 
moſt the whole Church, ſeemed to have favoured 
too much Peter Leo of hateful Memory, and his 
Apoſtacy. If the Scots had diſowned the Au- 
thority of all Popes, and ſeparated from the 
| Communion of the Roman Church, why did 
he fay only, that they were diſunited from the 
Ciſalpin, and almoſt the whole Church? In 
> IE: 
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the Senſe of our Authors, they were certainly 


in Separation from the whole Church: For 


thole in Italy, France, & c. who, as Sir James 
ſays, erected ſeparate Communions, were con- 
demned as Heretics by the Church of Rome, 
and therefore they could never be reckoned a 
Part of the Church by the Prior. But does 


not Richard plainly infinuate, That their | 
ſeeming to favour too much Peter Leo was 
the Reaſon, why he ſaid, they had ſeparated 
from the Ciſalpin Church? Bernard the Tzea- | 
lous Friend of Innocent recounting () the! 
Countries that owned him as Pope, mentions | 


no more than Germany, France, Great-Bri- 


lain, Jeruſalem and Spain; which may ſhow 
why the Prior could not ſay, that the Scots 
had divided from the whole Church; ſince 
Italy and other Countries adhered to Anacle- | 


tus. The Vindicator replies, That the Prior 
could not fo ſeverely tax the Scotith Church for 
@ mere Neutrality; nor could this ſhort Neu- 
trality be called diuturna Diſcordia, ſiuce that 


Schiſm occaſioned by the Antipopes laſted only | 
eight Tears? But ſuppoſe his Adverſary had | 
called it a mere Neutrality ; yet, upon the o- 
piſh Principles, the not acknowledging the | 
true Vicar of Chriſt, and the not ſubmitting | 
to the Authority and Decrees of the fupreme | 
Head of the Catholic Church, did beyond all | 
Doubt infer the Guilt of Schiſm. Moreover, | 
the Yndicator hath not conſidered, that the 


Prior 


— *. 


i (y) Bernard, Evili, 125. 
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Prior ſays, The Scots ſeem to have favoured 
too much the ſchiſmatical Antipope, and there- 


| fore being perſwaded of the Truth of that, he 


might, agreeably to his Principles, tax them 
with a Separation from the Ciſalpin, and ab 
moſt all the Church, becauſe it had ſubmitted 
to Innocent, And tho' the Viudicator thinks a 


| Schiſm of ſeven or eight Years cannot be cal- 


ed diuturna Diſcordia, yet | believe the old 
| Prwer of Hexam would have reckoned a 


| Schiſm of ſo many Months too long. And if 


| this had been the firſt Time that King David 


with his zeu modelled and erected Clergy, was 


I able to prevail with the Barons to ſubmit to 
the Papal Authority, the Prior would have ex- 
| prefled it after another Manner, than in theſe 
[Words: Tuuc vero divina Gratia mſpirati, 
| mandata Innocentii Pape, © Legatum ejus, 


omnes unanmiter, cum magna veneratione ſu- 


| Fcepernnt. He would have rather {poke to this 


Purpoſe ; © Then the Scots by the Inſpiration 


Jof the Holy Ghoſt renounced their former 
Here ſies, and Separation from the Catholic 


c Church, which had continued even from 
c the Time of their Converſion to Chriſtiani- 
e ty: Then firſt they ſubmitted to the Vicar 
| * of Chriſt, the ſupreme viſible Head of the 
Church, and the only Center of Catholic 

| © Unity: And in Teſtimony thereof, they un- 
c animoufly and with the greateſt Veneration 


c received the Commands of Pope 1nnocent 


te and his Legate. But the Viudicator asks, 
hen Ii bether 


ul 
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Whether or no the Writer of the Life, or the Ro- 
maniſts he favours, can prove from any Hiſtory f 
or Document, that before this Time, the Scotith 


Clergy and Laity had unanimouſly and with 


great Veneration owned the Pope, his Legates, 


Canons or Decrees? It is ſtrange he did not 


remember, that Sir James (a) gives us from 
Sim. Dunelmenſis a Copy of Pope Honorius's 
Letter, the Predeceſſor of Innocent the II. in 


which he tells the King, That he had ſent 


John the Cardinal as his Legate, and there- 
4 fore he charges him (nobilitati tuæ rogando 


« mandamus) to receive him with all Reve- | 


< rence and Honour, and to cauſe the Biſhops | 
4 of Scotland meet him in a Council when | 
* called. And it is unqueſtionable, that 


this John de Crema Prieſt and Cardinal, came 
to Roxburgh, Anno 1125, and executed his 


Commiſſion with King David and his Biſhops, | 
about thirteen or fourteen Years, before Albe- | 
ricus Biſhop of Oſia Legate of Pope Innocent 


held his Council at Carlile. Sir James indeed 


pretends that Honoriuss Letter infinuates a | 
3 the Pope had of the Reſpect the Bi- 


ſhops of Scotland would pay to the Cardinal. 


1 am ſure the Stile is high enough, rogando | 
mandamus; and tho' he had been ſuſpicious of | 
the worſt, it was not to be wondred at; ſince, 
as appears from the Letter, the Legate's Buſi- 


neſs was to inform himſelf fully in the Con- 


troverſy between the Archbiſhop of Zork and 


* tho 
(a) Hiſt. Collect. Page 251. 1 
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the Scotiſßh Biſhops, concerning their Depen- 
dance upon that See; and to examine the Pre- 
| tenſions of both Sides, the final Determination 
being reſerved to the Pope himſelf. And it is 


worth the while to obſerve, That this Cardi- 


nal de Crema affected ſo much Grandeur and 
Power, that the Engliſh were not a little of- 
fended at him: And Gervaſius Dorovernenſis 
) taking notice of it ſays, That it was known 
both to the Eugliſh and their Neighbours, that 


I from Auſtin the Monk to William then Arch- 


— 
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| biſhop of Canterbury, all Auſtin's Succeſſors 
were looked upon as Primates and Patriarchs, 


and never brought under the Juriſdiction of 


any Legate. Yet this is not to be underſtood 
as if there had never been Legates before that 
Time in England. Sir Jameès ſays, It is likely 
this Council at Roxburgh may have been the 
| frit held in Scotland by Papal Authority: But 
of this he cannot be ſure, and hence his Y7n- 
| dzcator may be convinced, That the Scots had 
owned a Pope, and received his Commands and 
| Legate with great Veneration before Alberi- 
cus was ſent by Ianocent II. I cannot but Smile at 
his Witticiſm, when he ſays, The Wrzter of the 
Lie hath no Proof for this from Bede as clear 
as the Sun, nor from any other credible Wr1i- 
tler. The venerable Bede has deſervedly a 
great Character, but I know none who took 
him ever for a Prophet; and the demanding a 
Proof from him of what happen'd, near 400 


Years 


6) Act. Pontif. Cantuar. inter 10. Script. Angl. Page 1663. 
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Years after his Death, is of a Piece with his Ar- 


gument, to prove that the Culdees did not con- 


form to the Church of Rome before the four- 


teenth Century; becauſe Colman refuſed to 
comply with the Romiſh Rites more than 600 
Years before that Time. I leave it therefore 


to the Judgment of the Candid, whether Sir 
James and his Vindicator had any Shadow of 
Reaſon to infer from the above cited Words 


of Richardus Hagulſtadenſis, That the Scorrfh 


Church before that Time did generally ſeparate 
from the Romz/h Church, Sc. And ſince the I 
Culdees continued near 200 Years after the 
Fra which Sir Zames has aſſigned to the Uni- 
on of the Scots with the Church of Rome, and 
for a conſiderable Time concurred with the 
Canons to elect Popiſh Biſhops, it will be hard 
to perſwade any thinking Perſon, that theſe ] 
Culdees perſiſted in a ſeparate Communion, | 
and {till maintained a Faith and Worſhip op- 


polite to that of Rome, except that now and 


then they thought fit to be occaſronal Confor- 
miſts. And tho' I will not call it a ridiculous 
Fiction, becauſe that Expreſſion has made the 
Ynatcator very angry, yet J am afraid the 


World will laugh at me tor being at ſo much 


Pains to dtfprove it. Ty 
Bur that I] may diſſemble nothing that can 
be thought to favour our Adverſaries, I ſhall 


take notice of one Obje&ion, which at the 


firſt Appearance ſeems to be of more Weight 


than all the reſt, and I wonder it did not oc- 


| 
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cur to Sir James and his Vindicator. The fifth 
Canon of the Council of Calcuith, Anno 816, ap- 
points that no Scotſman {ball be allowed to Bap- 
fixe, read Divine Service, adminiſter the Eucha- 
rift, or perform any Part of the ſacerdotal Office, 
becauſe it was uncertain, whether, or by whom 
they were ordained. Now, tho' this ſeems, at 
the firſt View, to bid fair for the oppoſite Q- 
pinion; yet, if it be conſidered attentively 
and carefully, it will amount to nothing. It 
15 not {aid here, that they had no Biſhops in 
| Scotland, nor that Ordinations were perfor- 
med by Presbyters; either of theſe Things 
would have plainly determined the Cale againſt 
us: But no ſuch Thing was, or could have 
been meant or inſinuated by this Council. 
Me find from one of Archbiſhop Theodorns's 


* Capitula (c), That the Scotith and Britiſh Bi- 


ſhops, who diſſented from the Catholic Church 
in the Tonſure and keeping of Faſter, were to 

| have their Character confirmed, by receiviug 
Impoſition of Hands from a Catholic Biſhop. + 

I' Is Order was written by Theodorus long 
before the Scots conformed to the Romijh 
Church; for he died Anno 690, that is, 26 


| Years before the Year 716. This Archbiſhop 


looked upon the Scots and Britons as Schiſma- 
tics from the Catholic Church, becauſe they 


did not obſerve the Roman Rites; and there- 


fore he appointed their Biſhops, when they 
embraced the Romiſh Communion, to be ihe 
5 3 ceived 


| << Concl, per Labbe. & Coſſart. Tom. 6. Pag. 1877. 
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ceived with Impoſition of Hands from a Ca- 
tholic Biſhop, after the E 

cene Fathers, who ordered b 
Canon, That the Novatian Clergy, who retur-| 


mple of the Ni-. 
y their Fighth| 


Ly 
px LS 1! _——_ n 


ned to the Communion of the Church, ſhould 1 


proved in Mr. Sage's Life, againſt Sir Fames | 


Dalrymple, from undeniable Authorities, that] 


the Britons had true and proper Biſhops: And | 
the Vindicator hath not thought fit to offer | 


any Objections againſt thoſe Teſtimonies. We | 
have alſo proved evidently and fully, that the 


Scots had Biſhops, and ſuch Biſhops, as the | 


Popes themſelves faluted by the ordinary De- 


ſignation. The Meaning therefore of the a- 


forecited Canon of the ſecond Council at Cal. 


them, they would have given this for the Rea- 
ſon of the Prohibition, and would have plain- 
ly told, it was certain that the Scots were not 
in holy Orders, and that they had received 
their Ordination from thoſe, who, accordin 

to the Rules and Principles of the Catholic 


'The true Reaſon of it therefore muſt have 


been, That many Scotiſß Men came to Eug- | 


land, pretending to be of the Clergy, who 
: brought 


* 


cuith, cannot be that the Scots were ordained 
by mere Presbyters. If the Engliſb Biſhops | 
aſſembled in this Council, had believed that | 
the Scots wanted Biſhops, and that Ordina- | 
tions were performed by Presbyters amongſt | 


| 


1 


Church, had no Power to confer Orders. : 


be continued in their former Characters and! 
Orders after Impoſition of Hands. It was} 


3 


brought no ſufficient Credentials or commen- 
datory Letters, by which it could be certain- 
ly known, that they were in Orders, or from 
whom they had received them. And withal, 1 
think it not unlikely, that Mulfrid, then Archbi- 
ſhop of Canterbur), pretending to juriſdiction o- 
ver the Scotiſh Biſhops, by virtue of the Power 
which Pope Gregory the 

| overall the Biſhops of Britain, was offended at 
the Scorzhh Biſhops for not ſubmitting to him as 
their Metropolitan, and receiving Conſecra- 
tion from him; and therefore, out of Reſent- 
ment, the Eugliſßh Clergy did forbid by this 
| Canon the Allowance of any Scotiſh Man to 


reat gave to Auguſtine 


perform any Acts of the ſacerdotal Office with- 
in their Precincts. Were I not haſtning to a 


| Cloſe, I could make it appear, that as early as 
Wwe have Documents, the Archbiſhop of Can- 


| Zerbury or Tork claimed a Superiority over 
the Biſhops of Scotland as their Suffragans; 
and that theſe, on the other Hand, refuſed to 
acknowledge Subjection to any other Biſhop, 
but the ee. : . . 
JP o ſum up this whole Matter in a few 


Words. It has been proved evidently, that 
the ancient Scots had Biſhops, even when they 
differed from the Romiſh Church; that they 
renounced their diſtinguiſhing Rites and Cu- 
ſtoms in the Year 716, and conformed. to the 


Church of Rome; that Five Years thereafter, 


Sedulius Britanniæ Epiſcopus de genere Scoto- 
rum, and Ferguſtus Pictus Scotiæ Epiſcopus, 
N were 


LAST]. 


were preſent, and ſubſcribed at a Council in 


Rome, Anno 721, under Pope Gregory the II. 
and that, according to the Opinion of the moſt 


learned Antiquaries, 'I wo Biſhops from Scot- 
land (One of which ſeems to have been Bi- 


ſhop of Hy:) ſubſcribed to the Northumbrian 


Synod Anno 785 or 787, where one of the 
Pope's Legates was preſent. And tho' we 
have but very few and imperfe&t Accounts of 


cords, Charters, and other written Documents, 


as well as printed Hiſtories, that are extant, | 
we find nothing, but what muſt perſwade us, 
that the Scots were as much of the Nomi ſh 
Religion and Communion as the Enghſh. 
Fordon tells us, That the Privileges and Im- 
munities which King Gregory gave to the 
Church and Churchmen, were confirmed by Pope 
John the Eighth And the Chronology a- 
grees exactly well; for Gregory got the Crown 
Anno 872, and John was promoted to the Pa- 
pal Chair 873, and enjoyed the Pontificate | 


Ten Years. © 9 


Ix the Ninth and Tenth Centuries, our Hi- 


ſtorians give us the Names of ſeveral Biſhops, 


the ancient Scotiſh Church; yet, in all the Re- 


ſome of which went to Rome, not only for | 


Devotion, but Confirmation; and from them 
the Succeſſion is continued down in the See of 


St. Andrew's to the later Times. Both our own 


and the Enugliſb Hiſtorians mention a Srorzſh 
Biſhop called Beornelm, who defended the mar- 


ried Clergy in the Council of Caize, Anno 978: 


But 


L245 7] 


But none of them inform us of his Dioceſs. 


lt is certain he could not be Biſhop of 


| Kilrimont or St. Andrew's; becauſe we have 
the Names of the Biſhops of that See for ma- 
Iny Years before this Time, and downwards: 


JJC OW, 


5 () Hiſt. Collect. p. 28. 


And the Biſhopric of Murthlach or Aberdeen, 
was not founded for many Years after it. By 
conſequence, we had more Biſhops in Scotland 
at that Time, than the Biſhop of St. Andrew's, 
tho' they were not endow'd with Lands and 
Temporalities. And this is abundantly con- 
firm'd by one of our greateſt Antiquaries, the 
| learn'd Sir James Balfour, who (in his MS. 
concerning the Biſhops of Kilrimont) teſtifies, 
he had ſeen a Deed of Kellach (whom he 
| reckons the Third Biſhop of that See) to the 


Religious Culdees of Lochleuvin, where he ſtiles 
himſelf Maximus Scotorum Epiſcopus: To 


which alſo agrees the Inſcription upon Fothad's 
| New Teſtament, in the Excerpts from the Re- 
giſter of the Priory of St. Andrew's: Fothet 
qui Scotis ſummus Epiſcopus eſt. And it is 
much the ſame, tho' we ſhould prefer the dif- 


ferent Readings of Fordon and Hinton: For 


none can deny, but primus Scotus Epiſcopus, 
and primus Scotiæ Epiſcopus, may fignify the 
ſame with maximus or ſummus Scotie Epiſco- 
pus: And not only ſo, but the Proofs that 
have been brought for Scotiſb Epiſcopacy being 
conſider'd, they can be taken in no other 
Meaning. Nay Sir * himſelf owns, (K) 


That 
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in the Ninth Century, according to the lateſt 


Computation, mentioning Weaale y) calls it, | 
a Village in the Province of Lodene, now ſub- | 
;ject to the Biſhop of St. Andrew's in Scotland, | 
diſtant fix Miles weſtward from that once fa- | 
mous and renown'd Monaſtery of Melroſs. King | 
Malcolm II. founded the Biſhopric of Murth- 
lach in Honour of St. Moloch, as our Hiſto- 
rians athrm: And Fordon ſays, Beyn was pro- 
woted to be the firſt Biſhop by Pope Benedict 
at the King's Entreaty. That Benedict VIII. 
was contemporary with Malcolm II. is beyond | 
doubt: And this very Ben was afterwards | 
canonized, and is to be found in ſome of the] 
Calendars under the Deſignation of Sanctus 
Beanus. The Charter of King Duncan, one of 
the eldeſt we have, has as much of the Poph | 
file, as if it had been dictated by a Capuchin 0 


4 

4 

| 

a ; I 
4 
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That after Biſhoprics were erected in Scot- | 
land, the Biſhop of Kilrimont or St. Andrew's, | 
was, per excellentiam, called, Epiſcopus Sco- 
torum, becauſe he was more ancient, greater, 
and had the Precedency. If it was ſo then, 
much more it muſt have been ſo when the 
Biſhop of St. Andrew's was the only Prelate 
who enjoy'd Temporalities; and the other Bi- 
ſhops had probably no other Revenues, but the 
Offerings of the Faithful. Neuuius, who lived 


(y) Wedale ef villa in Provincia Lodineſiæ nunc vero Juris Epiſ-} 
copi ſancti Andreæ Scotiæ ſex milliaria ab occidentale parte ab ills} 
quondam nobili & eximio Monaſierio de Melroſs, Nen. Hiſt. Brit. | 
pag. 114. c. 63. Edit. Gale. | | Þ 


* 
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am habeat. 
directed Epiſcopis, & c. we read thus: Ut Ec- 


 clefia Dei ibi, pro me, & pro anima Reginæ 


BOD, E 
at this Day: Dedit in {FEI ſancto Cuth- 
berto © ſuis ſervitoribus ----- hoc ded; pro me- 
zpſo, & anima patris mei, & pro fratribus me- 
2s, GC. qui autem iſtud voluerit deſtruere 


malodictionem Dei, & ſancti Cuthberti, & me- 


So in the Charter of Alexander I. 


Sybillæ 2b: defunctæ fabricetur, &c. Nay the 


Culdees themſelves were Witneſſes to ſuper- 
ſtitious Deeds and Grants. By the Contract 
between WMilliam Biſhop of St. Andrew's and 
the Culdees of Monimusk, theſe were oblig'd 


to {wear Fidelity to the Biſhop; to preſent 


XZ Three, out of which one was to be choſen by 


the Biſhop to be their Prior or Magiſter; and 


when the Biſhop came to reſide at Monimusk, 
they were to receive him with a ſolemn Pro- 


ceſſion. The Culdees of St. Andrew's being 


in ſtead of a Chapter, chooſed the Biſhops for 


many Years; and they elected Biſhops as Po 


piſb as could be found in the Monaſteries of 
Durham or Canterbury, ſuch as Turgot, Ead- 

mer, Sc. Nay the Culdees themſelves never 
made any Scruple to wear a Mitre; as Gre- 


gory Biſhop of Dunkeld, Andrew Biſhop of 
Caithneſs, and Catharus choſen Biſhop of St. 
Andrew's, but who died before he was con- 


ſecrated. Neither did theſe puritan Biſhops 
refuſe the ordinary Deſignations: Ego Grego- 


rius Epiſcopus authoritate Dei © ſanctorum 
Apoſtolorum Petri & Pauli, & ſaucti Andreæ 
5 * Abo- 


E 1 
Apoſtoli. They were never accuſed of Hereſy 
or Schiſm by their greateſt Enemies. They 
receiv'd Protection, Grants and Favours, from 
Kings and Biſhops, who were undoubtedly of 
the Romi/h Communion, and made it their 


chief Care to favour and endow Canons and 
Monks of a later Inſtitution. And tho' they 
met with much Oppoſition, and were invol- 


ved in many Difficulties, becauſe they would |} 
not tamely part with their Rights, and ſuffer 
themſelves to be deprived of their Revenues 


and Privileges in favour of the Monkiſh In- | 
truders; yet according to the Confeſſion of | 
our Adverſaries, they continued near 200 | 
Years after the King, Clergy, Barons, and 
People had own'd the Pope's Authority, re- 
ceiv'd his Bulls, and obey'd his Legates. Add 


to all theſe, that the Culdees in England and 
Treland were undoubtedly as much Nomiſh, as 
any other Religious of that Nation. But if, all 


theſe Things notwithſtanding, Sir Fames and 


his YVindicator will {till have the Scorzfh Culdees | 


to have been Separatiſts, and Presbyterians | 


too, they ſhall have leave for me, to enjoy 
their beloved Opinion. ö Won 2s. 


CHAP. | 
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CHAP. XxX 


E are at laſt come to what the Viu- 


A % 4zcator calls the Concluſron of that 
ALB Which relates tothe Eccleſiaſtical Part. 
How well Sir James has executed his 
Deſigns, I leave to be judg'd by others. I am 


very glad to find the Yndicator not only af- 


firms, but proves, that the Church of England 
was own'd by the Kirk of Scotland to be a 


g lawfully conſtituted Church of Chriſt: But I 


remember very well, after the famous Mr. 


Sage had prov'd from many Arguments, that 
our Reformers did acknowledge the Com- 
munion of the Church of England to be law- 
ful, and that they did communicate with her 


as oft as they had Occaſion; and had particu- 


larly brought for this End the Vindicator's firſt 
Argument, from the Letter of the Aſſembly 


of the Church of Scorland 1566, addreſs'd 79 
the Biſhops and Paſtors of England who have 


renounc'd the Romiſh Antichriſt, and do profeſs 
-with them the Lord Jeſus in Siucerity; after 
many Years a Pamphlet was publiſh'd, the main 
Deſign of which was to ſhow, that our Refor- 


mers did never join in the Communion of the 


| Church of England, nor could with a fate Con- 
' ſcience have done it: And this very Perfor- 
maance was highly applauded by our Presbyte- 


rians. The Anſwer which that Author gives 
| 1-3 to 


— 
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to this Addreſs of the Aſſembly's Letter, 1s 


that it proves the Church of England was of 
the ſame Religion, tho' not of the ſame Commus- 
nion with the Church of Scotland. And if the 
Vindicator means no more, I think he might 
have ſav'd himſelf ſome Trouble: The Church 
of England will not reckon his Compliment 
very great; for as much could have been ſaid 


of the ancient Scots with reſpect to the Saxons, 


when the former refus'd ſo much as to eat or 


converſe with the later: And the Novatians 


agreed with the Catholic Churchin every thing 


except one Point of Diſciplin; and yet they 


were ever eſteem'd Schiſinatics by the whole 
Church in all Ages. VVV 

As the Presbyterians will not allow, that 
the Aſfembliy did own Epiſcopacy to be lawful, 
tho' they ſaluted the Clergy of the Church of 
England by the Titles of Biſhops and Paſtors ; 
ſo by Parity of Reaſon, whatever 'Thonghts 

een Eligabeth might have had concerning 
the Orders of the Scotiſßh Kirk, yet her deſign- 
ing the Clergy thereof by the Title of the 
Miniſters of God's Nord, can never infer, that 
ſhe believed their Orders were valid and un- 
queſtionable. This and ſuch like are Compli- 
ments that paſs of Courſe; and it is a known 
Maxim in the Schools: Denommationes extrin- 


JSice nihil ponunt in re. 


IHE Treaty, An. 15 86, between King James 
and Queen Eligabeth will prove no more, but 
that the Scots and Eugliſh profeſsd the Chri- 

1 5 tian 


„„ 

ſtian Religion, purg'd from the Corruptions of 
the Romiſh Church. Hi 

Thnx Church of England is, in my Opinion, 
the Church in the World at this Day, which 
comes neareſt to the Primitive Church in Do- 
ctrine, Government and Worſhip; and is juſtly 
eſteem'd the Strength and Bulwark, the Glory 
and Beauty of the Reformation. I will not 
take upon me to determine, what are her Sen- 
timents concerning the preſent Kirk of Scor- 
land. This I am ſure of, ſhe has declar'd her- 
ſelf for Epiſcopacy in her Articles: And by 
the Act of Oniformity, all who have not been 
ordain'd by Biſhops are excluded from any Be- 
nefices in the Church of England, and from 
| conſecrating and adminiſtring the Sacrament _ 
of the Lord's Supper. We are allo inform'd 
from the Life of My. Baxter, that when {uno 
1668, a Deſign was form'd by ſome for ob- 
taining a Comprehenſion or Toleration to the 
Nonconformiſts; and the Buſineſs of Reord:- 
nation occaſion'd the greateſt Difficulty; Sir 
Matthew Hales ſuggeſted this Expedient, that 
the Nonconformilts, who had Ordination be- 
fore, ſhould be admitted into the Miniſtery of 
the Church of Euglaud with this Form: T ake 
thou legal Authority to preach the Word of God, 
and adminiſter the holy Sacraments in any Cos 
gregation of England, where thou ſhalt be lau- 
fully appointed thereunto. But when the Par- 
Lament met, the Deſign was entirely cruſhed, 
and a Vote paſs'd againſt bringing in a Bill of 

e K 4 this 


„ 
this Naturc. It is certain there are, and have 
been ſome Divines of that Church who be— 
liev'd the Divine Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy; 
and yet did not abſolutely condemn all Ordi- 
nations by mere Presbyters as null and void: | 
And it is as unqueſtionable that many others | 
are of the contrary Thoughts. Let themſelves | 
therefore, who can beſt underſtand the Mind | 
of their own Church, determin the Queſtion. þ 
Some of them have anſwer'd the two Inſtances 
brought by the Vindicator, which, he thinks, 
do prove that the Church of England did not 
condemn the Orders conferred in the Kirk of 
Scotland: And for the Vindicator's Satisfa- 
ction, I ſhall beg leave to ſet down their An- 
{wers in the Words of the lateſt and moſt ce- 
lebrated Hiſtorian of that Church. wh 4 
Tux firſt of theſe Inſtances, which the 2 m- | 
dicator reckons his third Proof, is taken from | 
the Liſe of Archbiſhop Grindal, lately publiſh'd, 
giving an Account, © That a Licence to 5 
* miniſter holy Things throughout the Pro- 
« vince of Canterbury, was granted by Doctor 
« Aubry, who at that time executed the Office 
« of Vicar-General ( Archbiſhop Grindal be- 
ing then under Suſpenſion ) to one John Mo- 

« r;/on a Scotſman, who had receiv'd his Or- 
ders in Scotland, according to the Way of | 
ee ordaining Miniſters in the Reform'd Church | 
„ there. To this the moſt learn'd Mr. C. 
lier (a) anſwers thus: By the Mention of 
| Impo- 

0 Eecl. Ei,. Tom, 2. pare 579; J om EEE 5s 
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e Impoſition of Hands, it appears this Mori ſon 
« was ordain'd by the ſecond Book of Scots 


| © Diz/ciplin, for the firſt won't allow of this 
„Ceremony. Farther, by the Clauſes of, 


Quantum in nobis eſt, & de jure poſſumns, & 


„ quatenus jura regui patiuntur, Iis pretty 
„ plain Aubrey was ſomewhat conſcious of a 
| © Strain upon the Eugliſh Conſtitution: And 
„ that the Archbiſhop was not ſo firm to Epil- 


„ copal Right, and Apoſtolical Succeſſion, as 
„ might have been expected. The ſame 
learn'd Hiſtorian ſpeaking of Archbiſhop 
Uſher lays: (6) * This learn'd Prelate ſeem'd 
| « to have an Over-balance of Affection for the 


e foreign Proteſtant Churches. This put him 


. | upon ſome Strain to vindicate their Orders, 


CC 


„and make their Miniſtrations valid. For 
„ this Purpoſe he reviv'd the onthe of ſome 


of the Schoolmen, and made no Scruple to 


© affirm, that the Office of Biſhop and Prieſt 


« was the ſame as to Subſtance, and only dif- 
« ferent Degrees of the ſame Order. Biſhop 


| © Davenant was likewiſe of *Uſher's Opinion 


E in this Point. But with all reaſonable De- 
4 ference to this moſt learned Primate, there 
c appears more Charity than Caution in this 


Latitude. This ſtraining of Courteſy for the 


58 (b) Eccleſ. Hiſt. Tom, 2. pag. 868. 


„ Proteſtants abroad, ſeems to throw us off 
| & our Guard, and weaken the Engliſh Refor- 
„ mation. "Tis the ſafeſt Way to keep cloſe 
e to the earlieſt Ages. Theſe were Times of 


82 „Light 


3 


CV ö : 
« Light and Truth, of Zeal and Union, of | 
cc Diſintereſtedneſs and Courage: Tis dangerous | 
c to croſs upon the Judgment of the firſt five 
« Centuries, and defert the Practice of the | 
« Primitive Church. As for the modern Di- | 
« ſtinctions of Chriſtianity, it may, in my humble 
„ Opinion, be moſt adviſeable to ſtand aloof; Þ 

* and wiſh them well, to leave them to their | 
4 own Recollection and God's Mercy: To 
« pray their Prejudices may be no longer too | 
« {trong for them: That they may diſengage | 
« from their Novelties, and govern themſelves | 
« by the ancient Standard. As to the Arch-f 
< bithop's Opinion upon this Queſtion, tis 
« ſomewhat remarkable, conſider ing his pub- 
< liſhing St. 1gnatirs's Epiſtles: For in the ge- 
4 nuin Writings of this Martyr, the Diſtin- 
* (tion between Biſhop and Prieſt is plainly 
« mark'd; the Prerogative of the former ſet | 
e very hi, oh, and the ſupreme Direction of | 
0; ee Autres lodg'd with him. But 
„ notwithſtanding this charitable Byaſs, Uſher | 
made no Difficulty to cenſure the Practice 
« of the Engliſhand Scots Presbyterians. He 
c would Ks allow their Orders, nor com- 
4 municate with them. He charg'd them with] 
« downright Perjury and Revolt from their | 
<« Biſhops: To whom they had engag'd their | 
* Faith and ſworn canonical Obedience: That] 
« their Miniſtrations were ſacrilegious Inva-] 
<« ſions of the Epiſcopal Privilege, and that they 
* * had no Colour for their Schiſm. And here] 
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198] 
« jt muſt be oblerv'd, that this Archbiſhop, 
« notwithſtanding his Relaxations already men- 
« tioned, maintain'd that Biſhops had a pecu- 


4 liar Extent of ſpiritual Authority. That this 
„ Superiority was no Conceſhon of Councils, 
„ no Privileges of After-ages, but ſettl'd by the 
„ Apoſtles themſelves. ” _ 


Trax ſecond Inſtance zs taker from Arch- 


, biſhop Spotſwood at his Conſecration, and of 
the Biſhops of Brechin ana Galloway, perfor- 
med by Commiſſion from the King to the Biſhops 
, London, Ely and Bath, 21% October Auno 
Dom. 1610, in the Chapel of London-Houſe. 
« In the mean Time, a Queſtion was mov'd 
«© by Doctor Andrews Biſhop of Ely, touching 
„ the Conſecration of the Srorzh Biſhops, 
who, as he ſaid, mult firſt be ordained Preſ- 
Y Þ © byters, as having received no Ordination 
* from a Biſhop. The Archbiſhop of Canzer- 
' & bury Doctor Bancroft, who was by, main- 
„ tained ; That thereof there was no neceſſi- 
„ ty, ſeeing, where Biſhops could not be had, 
the Ordination given by Presbyters muſt be 


c eſteemed lawful ; otherwiſe, that it might 


a 


be doubted, if there was any lawful Voca- 


c tion in moſt of the Reformed Churches. 
„This being applauded by the other Biſhops, 
Eg acquieſced, and the $corz Biſhops were 
 « conſecrated ”. This is anſwered by Mr. 


Colliar after this Manner: (c) With due 
“ Regard to Bancroft's Memory, his Argu- 
BY „ ment 


— 
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ment ſeems to ſtand 195 a {lender Botom: 
For without doubt, neither Luther nor Cal, 
vin, Beza or Zuinglins, are the Standards 
of Diſcipline and Government, tis the pri- 
mative Plan we ought to proceed by in theſe Þ 


Matters. And therefore if any modern | 
Chriſtians happen to refine upon Catholic 


Meaſures, and deſert from the Government | 
of the Church, ſettled for fifteen hundred 


Years together: If any Chriſtians, I fay, þ 
pretend to reform in this unfortunate Man- 
ner, tho' they may call for our Pity and our 


Prayers, they ought never to command our 


Imitation. And therefore, with Submiſſion, | 


it ſeems moſt adviſeable to leave them to 
farther Recollection, and not make our ſelves | 


a Party to their Singularities, by flraining | 
Courteſy, and interpoſing in their Defence. | 
Bux after all, as the learned Heyliu re- 
preſents the Matter, Bancroft went upon a | 


much more defenceable Principle: He ar- 


gued, there was no neceſſity the Scotiſh Bi- 


ſhops ſhould paſs through the intermediate 


Orders of Deacons and Prieſts; for that] 
the Epiſcopal Character might be fully con- 


vey q at a fingle Conſecration: And for] 
this he cited ſome conſiderable Precedents 


in the ancient Church ”. The learned Hi-F 
orian doth inſtance in St. Ambroſe, Nectarius 


and Encherins. And (d) in another Place he 
| tells us, That Mr. Jamèes Sharp, Mr. Ha- . 


WT Tom, 2. Page 887, 


ä 
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milton, Mr. Barwel 
' « Loghton (Leighton) all in Presbyterian Or- 
ders, came to London; where, after being 
© ordained Deacons and Prieſts, they were 
© conſecrated Biſhops by the Biſhop of Vin- 
«© cheſter, with the Aſſiſtance of two other 
« Engliſh Prelates. At this Solemnity they 
4 expreſly diſclaim'd the Validity of their for- 
„ mer Ordination“. If the Vindicator thinks 
fit, he may reply to Mr. Collian; for Iwill not 
take upon me to be Umpire in this Diſpute. 

I' uE VJiudicator proceeds in the next Place, 
to add ſomething in defence of what Sir James 
hath advanced in the Preface to his Collection, 
concerning Eligabeth Muir's Marriage, and 
| the Legitimacy of Robert III. Sc. one would 
be ready to gather from theſe Words and the 
Title Page, that Mr. Sage had declared him- 
| ſelf againſt the Legitimacy of King Robert - 
| But the whole Controverſy is only, Whether 
or no John Major agreed with our other Hi- 

ſtorians in their falſe Relation concerning the 
| Baſtardy of that King. Sir James would have 
Major's Text to be altered and inverted after 
- a ſurpriſing Manner, that he may be forced to 
narrate the ſame notorious Falſhood with For- 
don. Mr. Sage diſcovered, in the Preface to 
| Hathornden's Works, the Unreaſonableneſs of 
this Method: All that Sir 7 
- dicator has ſaid to juſtifie their bold Corrup- 
tion of the Text, amounts to no more but 
this, that otherwiſe Major muſt be inconſi- 
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(Fairfoul) and Mr. 


James and his Vin- 


ſtent 
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of having treated Sir James indecently; and 
I muſt add, That I do not ſee wherein Mr. 
Sage has tranſgreſſed the Rules of Civility, 


[ 


[:.:25S: J 


ſtent with himſelf; as if, forſooth, it were a 


very rare Thing to ſee an Author careleſs and 
inadvertent. I have oblerved ſeveral other 
Aſſertions, and a great many Inferences, both 


in Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Affairs, that are con- 


tained in Sir James's Collections, which I have 
neither Leiſure, Opportunity, or Inclination 


to purſue; far leſs will I trouble my ſelf to 
examine this Diſpute which is of no Moment. 
Tx ingenious and learned Mr. Thomas 
Inues, Author of the Charta Authentica, is 


concerned in this Affair: The Vindicator, as 


it were, gives him a Challenge to do juſtice 
to himſelf and Mr. Sage; and no doubt that 
great Antiquary and Critic (tho' they ſhould 
call me a Canaanite, I muſt give the Gentle- 


man what he deſerves) will take notice of it, 


if he can think it worth the while. I have al- 
ready ſhown that the Vindicator had no Rea- 


fon to accuſe the Author of Mr. Sage's Life, 


with Reſpe& either to him or the late Earl of 
Cromerty. | have a great Honour for the Me- 


mory of this noble Lord: He was undoubted- 
ly Maſter of a great many excellent Endow- |. 
ments, he was a Lover of Learning, and a Pa- | 
tron of learned Men, and therefore requigſcat 
in pace. The Vindicator would inſinuate, That | 
the Author of Mr. Sage's Life had taken too 
much Liberty with the right Reverend and 
FVV emiueut 


* . 

eminent Prelates and other Divines of the 
Church of England, and made ſhrewd Refe- 
ctious upon the legal Settlement in the Prote- 
ſtant-Liue. I have very carefully conſidered 
that Life, and I cannot diſcover the leaſt In- 
auendo that Way: But if it were otherwiſe, 
let the Author anſwer for it. My Buſineſs has 
been to examine ſome Things relating to the 
ancient Government and Religion of the Sco- 
tiſh Church, and I have endeavoured to do it 
with all Caution and Diſcretion; and tho” 1 
| have been obliged to differ from Sir Fames 
and his Vindicator, yet, J hope, that cannot be 
reckoned a Crime. Every Man of Senſe will 
take care not to tranſgreſs the Laws of De- 

cency; Civility 1s what is due to the Meaneſt 
of the Creation, and much more to a Gentle- 
man who has deſerved ſo well of his Country. 


. | 1 ſhall be heartily ſorry, if there be found ſo 


much as one unguarded Expreſſion, which is 
capable of being miſconſtrued, or ſtrain'd to a 
| Hard Meaning: But if nothing leſs will ſatisfy 

but to betray the Truth, and cowardly give up 
the Honour and Beauty (not to ſay more) 
of the ancient Scotiſh Church, I muſt beg that 
' Worthy Gentleman's Pardon; for no candid 
and honeſt Man will purchaſe the Friendſhip 
of any at ſo dear a Price. e 5 
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From the Cartulary of Ft. Andrew , Folio's 
50, 51, and 52. 

UB compendioſi ſermonis tractatu dignum duxi inquirendam 

ſummam luculento ſermone omnes Redditus tam prædio- 


rum cum ſuis finibus et terminis, quam Eccleſiarum et aliorum 
reddituum ex antiquis dominationjbus et collationibus Regum 


Scotie ad Eccleſiam Sancti Servani de Inſula Lochlevine ex anti- 


quo jure Spectantes redigere, ne Supervacua queſtio et tumultuo- 


ſa diſceptatio Aures Regum et Principum et Pontificum temporis 


tractu inutiliter percellat. Et ea que in Subſequentibus brevilo- 


quio tangemus, omnibus ambagibus abjectis et circumſcriptis ve- 
teris voluminis antiquo Scotorum Idiomate conſcripti: Memo- 


riali recordatione apud preſentes, et in exterminalibl e 
inſinuatione declarat Scriptura ad poſteros. 


De primo Rege, qui dedit Inſulam Lochlevin, 


B* UD E filius Dergard, qui ultimus Regum Pictorum ſecun- 


dum antiquas traditiones fuiſſe recolitur, contulit Inſulam 


Lochlevine Deo omnipotenti et Sancto Servano et Keledeis Her- 
mitis ibidem commorantibus et Deo Servientibus et Servituris in 
illa Inſula. Et prefati Keledei dederunt locum Cellule Epiſcopo 

Sancti Andree ſub tali forma, quod Epiſcopus exhiberet eis victum 


et veſtitum, et ne ignoretur quis contulit Epiſcopo locum ibi Ro- 


manus Monachus et Abbas vir admirande Sanctitatis primo con- 
ceſſit precario locum ibi Epiſcopo Sciz. Fothath filio Bren, qui 
nunc et tunc per totam Scotiam fuit celebris et ſatis com mendabi- 


lis vite. Prefatus Epiſcopus dedit benedictionem ſuam plenarie 


omnibus his, qui !obſeryarent conventionem iſtam et amicitiam 
initam inter Epiſcopum et Keledeos Et verſa vice dedit maledictio- 


nem ſuam omnibus Epiſcopis qui infirmarent et revocarent pre fa- 1 
tam Conventionem. 


Qualiter Macbet filius Finlach et Gruoch de- 
- derunt Saucto Servano Kirkenes. > 


M CBE T filius Finlach contulit pro Suffragijs orationum 


et Gruoch, filia Bodhe Rex et Regina Scotorum Kirke- 


nes Deo omnipotenti et Keledeis prefate Inſule Locklevin cum 
ſuis finibus et terminis. Hi enim ſunt fines er termini de Kirkenes 
et villule que dicitur Porthmokanene de loco Moneloccodhan uſ- 


que ad amnem qui dicitur Levin, Et hoc in latitudine Sicut a 


publica ſtrata que ducit apud Hinhirkethyn uſque ad Saxum Hi- 
bernienſium, et hoc in longitudine. Et dieitur Saxum Hibernien- 


fium, quia Malcolmus Rex filius Duncani conceſlit eis Salinagi- 


um 
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] um quod Scotice dicitur Thonnane. 
f ad Kirkenes ad domum cuf 
8 tunc fuit abſens, et ſolummo 
preſſerunt violenter Hibernienſes non 
Rei etiam eventu ad aures prefati M 


Et venerunt Hiberni enſes 
uſdam viri nomine Mochan, qui 
0 Mulieres erant in domo, quas op- 

tum rubore et verecundia. 
ochan pervento, iter quam 
et invenit ibi Hibernienſes in eadem domo 
Exhortatione tamen Matri ſuæ ſepius facta ut 
extra domum veniret, que nullatenus voluit, ſed Hibernienſes 


otius domi feſtinavit, 
cum matre ſua. 


3 voluit protegere et eis pacem dare, quos omnes prefatus vir in 
; ultionem tanti facinoris ut oppreſſores Mulierum, et Barbaros et 
| _ Sacrilegos in medio flamme ignis una cum matre ſua viriliter com- 
5 1 buſſit. Et ex hac cauſa dicitur locus ille Saxum Hibernienfium. 
De libertate Kirkenes Collata a Rege Macbes 
J lio Finlach et a Gruoch Regina. . 
\i \ "UM omni libertate collata fuic villa de Kirkenes Deo omni- 
0 potenti et Keledeis abſque omni munere et onere et exa- 
ctione Regis et filii Regis Vicecomitis et alicujus et ſine refectione 
2 pPontis et ſine exercitu et venatione Sciz. pietatis intuitu et ora- 
m- tionum Suffragiis fuit Deo omnipotenti collata. i 
en. Dae Collatione et libertate de Petnemokane. 
45; 1. E GARUS filius Malcolmi Rex Scotie contulit in Elemofi- 
550 nam Deo omnipotenti et predictis Keledeis Petnemokanne 
7 2 omnibus libertatibus ſicut prenotatum eſt in Capitulo prece- 
Ro- CY Ii... SLY © 
on. Die villa de Ballecriſtyn et ejus libertate, © 
ql ALCOLMU'S Rex et Margareta Regina Scotie contu- 
labi- 1 lerunt devote Villam de Ballecriſtin Deo omnipotenti et 
as Keledeis de Lochlevin cum eadem libertate ut prius. „ 
tliam . . 7 | . | 9 0 
&io- De libertatibus Villarum de Kirkenes et ae 
in Cerrenmokan. one 


* Do VENALD filius Cenchat Regis dedit omnimoda li- 
5 de- bertate duabus villis Sciz. de Kirkenes et de Pettenmo- 


kane cum ceteris Regibus Sciz. Duncano, Rege Edgaro et Alexan- 
onum Aro et Davide fratribus eidem, et omnibus villis quaſcunque tuns 
Lirke⸗ habuerunt vel poſtea habere potuerunt. . | 
cum 
rkenes 
lan utl- 
Sicut 2 
m Hi- Inſula Lochlevin cum ſumma reverentia et honore et omni liber- 
ml late et ſine exactione et petitione cujuſquarz iz mundo, Epiſcopi 
allnagh oy nt oro ED ee TA IO | TS 
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vel Regis vel Comitis Admore cum ſuis rectis terminis et diviſis 
Et ipſailla terra poſſeſſio illi fuit tradita a parentibus ſuis cum eſſet 
in juvenili etate cum magna affectione et amo» 
re illum optulit Deo et Sancto Servano et prefatis viri 


3 
vientibus et ibidem ſervituris. Et iſtam Collationem et 3. aſe 
nem primo factam confirmaverunt duo fratresHedelradi ſci 


David et Alexander in preſentia multorum viroru fide di We 
ſcix. Conſtantini Comitis de Fyfe viri diſcretiſſimi et Neſſe & Cor- 
mac fili Macbeath et Malnethte filii Beollani Sacerdotum de Aber- 

nythy et Mallebride alterius Sacerdotis et Thuadhel et Auguſtini 
Siacerdotis Keledeorum, er Berbeadh Rectoris Scolarum de Aber- 
nythyn et coram Cetibus totius Univerſitatis tune de Abernethyn, 
ibidem degentibus, et coram Deo Omnipotente et omnibus San- 
ctis. Et ibi data eſt plenarie et univerſaliter ab omnibus Sacerdo- 


tibus, Clericis et Laicis Maledictio Dei Omnipotentis et Beate 
Marie Virginis et omnium Sanctorum, ut Dominus Deus daret 


eum in exterminum et perditionem et in omnes illos quicunque 


jirritarent et revocarent et diminuerent elemoſinam de Admore, 
omni populo reſpondente, Amen. 


De Xdonatione Eecleſièe de Marckinſh per Mal. 


duinum Epi ſcopum. 


Fo N ALDUINUS Epiſcopas Sancti Andree eontulit Eccleſi- 


am de Markinſhe cum tota terra honoriſice et devote Deo 


et Sancto Servano et Keledeis de Inſula Lochlevin cum prefata li- 
bertate. 


De Conceſſion one E ccleſ le de $ conyn per Tuadal | 


Epiſcop UM. 


FT A 15 4 L Epiſcopus, Sancti Andes contulit Fedefiom de 


Sconyn prefatis viris Religioſis devote et integre cum om- 


ni libertate et honore pro Suffragiis orationum. 


Die Eccleſia de Hurkyndorath. 


OD ATH filius Malmykel vir piiſime recordationis I piſ- 
N copus Sancti Andree cujus vita et doctr ina tota Regio Sco- 


torum feliciter eſt illuſtrata, contulit Deo et Sancto Servano et 
Keledeis heremitis apud Inſulam Lochle ven in Scola virtutum 


ibidem degentibus devote et honorifice cum prefatis libertatibus 
Eccleſiam de Hurkenedorath, Iſte ſunt antique preſtationes et 
Canones, quas'prefate Eccleſie Solvebant antiquitus, Sciz. trigin⸗ 


ta panes decoctos cum antiqua menſura farine ibi appoſita, tri- 
ginta Caſeos quorum quilibet facit Chudreme et octo male de 


braſeo, et Derchede male et Chedher' male. 


